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PRELIMINARY DISCOURSE. 


At an early period of the French Revolution, Thejaco- 
there appeared a Sett calling itfelf Jacobin, and ap " 
teaching that all men were equal and free ! In the 
name of their Equality and diforganizing Liberty, 
they trampled under foot the altar and the throne ; 
they Simulated all nations to rebellion, and aimed 
at plunging them ultimately into the horrors of 
anachy. 

At its firft appearance, this Sett counted 
300,000 adepts; and it was fupported by two 
millions of men, fcattered through France, armed 
with torches and pikes, and all the fire-brands 
of revolution. 

It was under the aufpices of this Sett, and by 
their intrigues, influence, and impulfe^that France 
beheld itfelf a prey to every crime ; that its foil 
was ftained with the blood of its pontiffs and - 
priefts, of its rich men and nobles; with the 
bipod of every clafs of its citizens, without re- 

VoL.I. b gard 
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|jard to rank, age, or fex ! Thefe were the men 
who, after having made the unfortunate Louis 
XVI. his Queen and Sifter, drink to the very dregs 
the cup of outrage and ignominy during a long 
confinement, folemnly murdered them on a fcaf- 
fold, proudly menacing the fovereigns of the earth 
with a fimilar fate ! Thefe are the men who have 
made the French revolution a fcourge to all Eu- 
rope, a terror to its Rulers, who in vain combine 
to flop the progrefs of their revolutionary armies, 
more numerous and -more deftrudtive than the in- 
undations of the Vandals. 

Whence originated thefe men, who feem to 
arife from the bowels of the earth, who ftart into 
exiftcnce with their plans and their proje&s, their 
tenets and their thunders, their infidious means and 
ferocious refolves ? Whence, I fay, this devouring 
Se£t? Whence this fwarm of adepts, thefe fyftems, 
this frantic rage againft the altar and the throne, 
againft every inftitution, civil and religious, fo 
much refpefted by our anceftors ? Can their pri- 
mogeniture in the order of the revolution give 
them this tremendous power, or were they not 

anterior ? Is it not their own work ? Where then 

\ 

was their hiding place, their fchools, their mafters, 
'where fhall we find thefe, and who wiU dive into 
their future projects ? This French revolution 
ended, will they ceafe to defolate the earth; to 
murder its kings, or to fenaticife its.people ? 

5 Thefe 



PRELIMINARY DISCOURSE. 


iii 


Thele certainly are queftions that cannot be 
indifferent to nations or their nilers, or to thole Hif- 
who watch for the happinefs and prefervation of tor 7 
fociety j and thefe are the queftions which I will 
attempt to anfwer. I will draw their folution from 
the very annals of the Seft, whence I will lhow 
their plans and fyftems, their plots and their means. 

Such, reader, will be the objedt of the following 
Memoirs. 

Had I feen the conlpiracies of the Jacobins end 
with the difafters they produced ; had I even feen 
the cloud of our misfortunes diflipated with the 
French Revolution, ftill Ihould I have remained 
convinced of the importance and neceffity of dif- 
clofing to the world the dark receffes from which 
it burft into being. 

When with aweful aftonifliment we read of to pofte- 
plagucs and other fcourges that have defolated the nt ^ * 
earth, though the danger be paffed, they are not 
to be confidered as objedts of mere curiolity. In 
the hiftory of poifons we find the antidotes j in the 
hiftory of monfters we learn by what weapons 
they were deftroyed. When former calamities re- 
appear, or are to be apprehended, is it not our 
duty to explore the caufes which firft promoted 
their deftruftive influence, the means by which 
they might have been oppoled, and the errors 
whereby they may again be produced ? The pre* 
lent generation is inftrudted by the misfortunes of 

bs the 
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PRELIMINARY DISCOURSE. 

the paft j be then the future inftru&ed by the hif- 
tory of ours. 

But we have evils yet more .prefling to en- 
counter : the prefent generation has been deluded; 
and fuch delufions muft be done away as may dou- 
ble our misfortunes in the inftant when we think 
ourfelves moft fecure. We have feen men obfti- 
nately blind to the caufes of the French Revolution: 
we have feen men who wifhed to perfuade them- 
felves that this confpiring and revolutionary Sedt 
had no exiftence anterior to the Revolution. In 
their minds the long feries of miferies which have 
befallen France, to the terror of all Europe, were 
merely the offspring of that concourfe of unfore- 
feen events infeparable from the times. In their 
conceptions, it is in vain to feek confpirators or 
confpiracies, and as vain to fearch for the hand that 
directs the horrid courfe. The man who rules to-, 
day, knows not the plans of his predeceffor j and 
he that fhall follow will, in their opinions, be 
equally ignorant of thofe of the prefent ruler. 

Prepoflefled with fuch erroneous notions, and 
adting under fo dangerous a prejudice, thefe fuper- 
ficial obfervers would willingly make all nations 
believe, that the French Revolution ought to be 
to them no caufe of alarm j that it was a volcano 
rapidly venting itfelf on the unfortunate country 
that gave it exiftence, while its focus and its origin 
remain unfathomable. “ Caufes unknown (they 
6 will 
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will fay) but peculiar to your climate ; elements 
lefs fubjedb to ferment 5 laws more analogous to 
your chara&er; the public fortune better balanced ; 
thefe and fuch as thefe are reafons fufficient to make 
you regardlefs of the fate of France. But, alas ! 
lhould fuch be your impending fate, vain will be 
your efforts to avert the threatening blow. The 
concourfe and fatality of circumftances will drag 
you toward it j the very ramparts which you fhall 
. build againft it will fall back upon you, and per- 
haps level the fpace that now divides you from the 
horrid feene of anarchy and defolation.” 

Who would conceive, that I have heard this 
very language fall from the mouth of thofe whom 
the unfortunate Louis XVI. had called near his 
perfbn to ward off the blows perpetually aimed at 
him by the Revolution ! a language better calcu- 
lated to lull all nations into that fatal fecurity which 
portends deftruftion ? — I have now before me the . 
memorial of an ex-minifter, confulted on the caufes 
of this infernal Revolution, and particularly as to 
the chief confpirators (whom he fhould have better 
known) and on the plan of the confpiracy. I hear 
this man anfwer, that it would be ufelefs to feek 
either a man or any fet of men confpiring againft 
the altar and the throne, or to fuppofe th^t any 
plan had been - framed for that purpofe. Unfortu- 
nate monarch ! Are thofe who ought to watch for 
the fafety of your perfon, for the fecurity of your 
b3 people* 
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Truths 
combat- 
ing this 
error. 


zi Error. 
On the 
nature 


people, ignorant of the names, nay even of the 
very exiftence of your enemies 1 If then we be- 
hold both you and your people falling vi&ims to 
their plots, can we or ought we to be aftonilhed ? 

Strong in the fadts, and armed with the proofs 
produced in the following Memoirs, we lhall hold 
a very different language. We fhall fhow what it 
is incumbent on all nations and their chiefs to be 
informed of: we (hall demonftrate that, even to the 
moft horrid deeds perpetrated during the French 
Revolution, every thing was forefeen and refolved 
on, was premeditated and combined : — that they 
were the offspring of deep-thought villany, fince 
they had been prepared and were produced by 
men, who alone held the clue of thofe plots and 
confpiracies, lurking in the fecret meetings where 
they had been conceived, and only watching the 
favourable moment of burfting forth. Though the 
events of each day may not appear to have been 
combined, there neverthelcfs exifted a fecret agent 
and a fecret caufe, giving rife to each event, and 
turning each circumftance to the long-defired end. 
Though circumftances may often have afforded the 
pretence or the occafion, yet the grand caufe of 
the revolution, its leading features, its atrocious 
crimes, will ftill be found one continued chain of 
deep-laid and premeditated villany. 

In revealing the objeft, and fhowing the extent 
of thefe plots, I meet a fecond error, more dan- 

' gerous 
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gerous than the firft. There are men who, though of the re- 
they heiltate not to believe that the French Revo- volution * 
lution was premeditated, yet think that the inten- 
tions of the firft authors were pure, and that they 
only fought the happinefs and regeneration of em- 
pires ; that if great misfortunes have fince hap- 
pened, they arofe from the obftacles thrown in * 
their way ; that a great people cannot be rege- 
nerated without commotion, but that the tempeft 
will fubfide, and a calm fucceed the fwelling bil- 
low j that then nations, aftonilhed at the appre- 
henfions they had entertained of the French Revo- 
lution, and true only to its principles, will be 
happy in imitation. 

This error is the favourite theme of the Jacobin 
miffionarics j it was this that gained them their firft 
inftruments of rebellion} that cohort of conftitu- 
tionalifts, who ftill look on their decrees of the 
Rights of Man as the fummit of legiflative per- 
fection, and ftill impatiently wait the fatal day when 
the world lhall impetuoufly move in the lphere of 
their political rhaplody. It was this that gained 
them that prodigious number of votaries more 
blind than wicked, and who might have been mif- 
taken for honeft, if virtue could have afiociated 
with ferocity in fearch of happier days. It was 
this that gained them thole men whole well- 
meant, though ftupid credulity, milled them to 
believe in the necelfity of the carnage of the ioth 

b4 of 
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of Augult, and of the horrid butcheries of the id 
of September j in a word, all thole men who, in- 
the murder of 3 or 400,000 fellow-creatures, in 
the extermination of millions of victims by famine, 
the y lword, or the guillotine, leek conlolation, in 
fpite of this depopulating fcourge, in the empty 
hope that this dreadful chain of horrors may be 
productive of happier days. 

combat con ^ oun< ^ t ^ lC ^ e h°P cs > an d t0 Ihow the fal- 

ing this lacy of thefe*pretended good intentions, I will op- 
error * pole the real views of this revolutionary SeCt, their 
true projects, their confpiracies, and their means of 
execution. I will Ihow them undifguiled, for they 
mull be divulged, the proofs being acquired. The 
French Revolution has been a true child to its parent 
SeCtj its crimes have been its filial duty; and thofe 
black deeds and atrocious aCts the natural confe- 
quences of the principles and fyftems that gave it 
birthi Moreover I will Ihow that, fo far from feek- 
ing future profperity, the French Revolution is but 
a lportive efiay of its ftrength, while the whole uni- 
verfe is its aim. If elfewhere the fame crimes are 
neceflary, they will be committed j if equal fero- 
city be requifite they will be equally ferocious* and 
it will unavoidably extend wkerejoever its errors /ball 
be received, 

Truccon- The reflecting reader will conclude, then, that 
deduced* e ^^ er J ac °bin SeCt mult be crulhed, or fociety 
fromthefe overthrown : that all governments mult give place 
troths. t0 t h 0 f e maflacres, thofe convulfi ve diforders, and to 

that 
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that infernal anarchy which rages in F ranee. Indeed 
there is no other alternative, but univerfal deftruc- 
tion or extin&ion of the Se£t. Let it however be 
remembered, that to cru(h a Se£t is not to imitate 
the fury of its apoftles, intoxicated with its fanguh- 
nary rage and propenfe to enthufiaftic murder j it 
.is not to maffacre and immolate its adepts, or retort 
on them the thunders they had hurled. To crulh 
a Seft, is to attack it in its fchools, to reveal its 
impofture, and ihow to the world the abfurdity of 
its principles, the atrocity of its means, and above 
all the profound wickednefs of its teachers. Yesj 
ftrike the Jacobin, but Ipare the man* the Seft is 
a Sedt of opinion, and its deftru&ion will be doubly 
complete on the day when it lhall be deferted by 
its difciples, to return to the true principles of rear 
fon and focial order. 

The Seft, I grant, is monftrous, but all its difei*. 
pies are not monfters. Its care in hiding its latter 
projects, the extreme precaution with which it ini- 
tiated the chofen of the elett, fhews how much it 
feared the defertion of the multitude of its difci- 
ples, and its confequent deftru&ion, had the horror 
of its myfteries been lurmifed. For my part, I never 
doubted, how depraved foever the Jacobins may 
have been, that the greateft part would have de- 
ferted the Se£t could they have forefeen whither 
and by what means they were led. Could the 
French people have followed fpeh chiefs, h a 4 it 

been 
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been poffible to make them conceive to what 
lengths the plans and plots of the conipirators - 
would carry them ? 

To know Though France were, like hell, a bottomlefs pit, 
of'the 01 * impenetrable to every voice but that of the fiends 
Jacobins, of the Revolution, ftill it is not too late to acquaint 
eftefalf* other nations of their danger. They have heard of 
nations, the crimes and horrors of that Revolution, let them 
contemplate the lot that awaits them fhould Jaco- 
binifm prevail; let them learn that they are not 
lefs within the grand revolutionary circle than 
France itfclf; that all thofc crimes, the anarchical 
and bloody feenes which have followed the diffolu- 
tion of the French empire, equally await all othir 
nations ; let them learn that their altars and their 
thrones, their pontiffs and their kings, are doomed 
to the fame fate with thofe of France : all are com- 
prehended within the grand confpiracy. 
and of all When a phantom of peace fhall feem to termi- 
mentsir nate P re ^ e bt war between the Jacobins and the 
combined powers, it certainly will be the intereft 
of all governments to afeertain how far fuch a peace 
can be relied on. At that period, more than at any 
other, will it be neceffary to ftudy the fecret hiftory 
of that Se£t, which fends forth its legions rather to 
(hiver the feeptre than to fight the power; which 
has not promifed to its adepts the crowns of prin- 
ces, kings and emperors, but has required and 
bound thofe adepts by an oath to deftroy them all. 

At 
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At that period we muft recolleft, that it is not in 
the field of Mars that the war againft Scfts is the 
moll dangerous * when rebellion and anarchy are 
in the very tenets of the fe&ary, the hand may be 
difarmed, but war glows warmly in the heart.— 
The Se£t, being weakened, may (lumber for a time, 
but fuch a Deep is the calm preceding the irrup- 
tion of the volcano. It no longer fends forth its 
curling flames* bat the fubterraneous fire winds its 
courfe, penetrates, and, preparing many vents, 
fuddenly burfts forth and carries mifery and de- 
valuation wherever its fiery torrent rolls. 

It is not the object of theie Memoirs to treat 
of that ftate of war or of peace commenced be- 
tween one power and another. In fuch cafes it 
often happens that, all refources being exhaufted, 
the fword muft be (heathed, though the original 
grievances ftill fubfift. Let the rulers of the peo- 
ple difeufs the means of force j but we know there 
cxifts another fort of war, which a confidence in 
treaties only ferves to render more fatal* we mean 
a war of plots and confpiracies, againft which public 
treaties can never avail. Woe to that Power which 
fhall have made peace without knowing why its 
enemy had declared war againft it. What the Se6t 
had done before it firft burft forth, it will do again 
to prepare a fecond eruption. In darknefs it will 
confpire anew, and calamities ftill more difaftrous 
will teach all nations that the French Revolution 
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was only the firft ftep towards the univerfal dilfo- 
lution which has fo long been meditating and con* 
triving by the Sedt. 

Objeft of Such were the reafons by which I was impelled 
moire mC ~ 10 invefti g a « e *He pl° ts and wifhes, the tortuous 
means, and nefarious nature of this Sedt. We have 
witneffed the frantic rage and the ferocity of its le- 
gions; we Have known them as the agents of the 
French Revolution, as the perpetrators of all its 
atrocious crimes and devaftations; but few are ac- 
quainted with the fchools that have formed them.’ 
Pofterity, alas ! will feel for many generations their 
dire effedfcs. To trace their ravages, it will only 
have to caft its eyes around. The ruins of the pa- 
laces and the temples, the fallen cities, the man- 
fions deftroyed throughout the provinces, will paint 
in glowing colours the devaftations of the modern 
Vandals. The lifts of profcription, fatal to the 
prince and to fo many of his fubjedts, the deferted 
villages, all, in a word, will long be the vouchers 
of thofe fatal lamp-pofts, of that infatiable guillo- 
tine, of thofe legiflative executioners fupported by 
bands of aflaffins. 

Circumftances fo painful and fo humiliating to 
human nature will not require to be recorded in 
thefe memoirs. It is not to fhew what a Marat 
pr a Robefpierre has done, but to expofe the 
fchools, the fyftems, the conlpiracies, and the 
matters that have formed a Philippe P ’Or- 
leans, a Syeyes, a Condor cet^ or a Petion, 

and 
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and who at this very time are forming in all 
nations men that would rival Marat and Robe* 
fpierre in their cruelties. Our objeft is, that, the 
Seft of the Jacobins and their confpiracies once 
known, their crimes fhall be no longer matter of 
furprife j that their propenfity to the effufion of 
blood, their blafphemies againft Chrift and his 
altars, their frantic rage againft the throne, and 
their cruelties againft their fellow-citizens, (hall be 
as clearly underftood as the ravages of the 
plague. And may nations in future as fedu- 
loufly guard againft the one, as they fhun the 
other! 

It was to attain this important objeft that all 
our refearches into the Se£t have been directed at 
its chiefs, its origin, its plots, its plans, and its 
progrefsj more defirous of inveftigating the 
means it employed to bring about the revolution, 
than to defcribe its conduit during that revolu- 
tion. 

The refult of our inquiries, corroborated by a triple 
proofs drawn from the records of the Jacobins, and 
of their firft mafters, has been, that this Se£t with denoun- 
all its conlpiracies is in itfelf no other than the ced * 
Coalition of a triple Se£t, of a triple conlpiracy, in 
which, long before the Revolution, the overthrow of 
the altar, the ruin of the throne, and the diflolution 
of all civil fociety had been debated and re- 
folved on. 


ift. 
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i ft. Many years before the French Revolution 
men who ftyled themfelves Philofophers con-, 
fpired againft the God of the Gofpcl, againft 
Chriftianity, without diftinttion of worihip, whe- 
ther Proteftant or Catholic, Anglican or Prefby- 
terian. The grand object of this confpiracy was 
to overturn every altar where Chrift was adored. 
It was the confpiracy of the Sopbifters of Impiety, 

or- the ANTICHRISTIAN CONSPIRACY. 

adly. This ichool of impiety foon formed the 
Sopbifters of Rebellion: thefe latter, combining 
their confpiracy againft kings with that of the So- 
phiftcrs of Impiety, coalefce with that ancient Sett 
whofe tenets conftituted the whole fecret of the 
Occult Lodges of Free-mafonry, which long fince, 
impofing on the credulity of its moft diftinguifihed 
adepts, only initiated the chofen of the eleft into , 
the fecret of their unrelenting hatred for Chrift and 
kings. 

3dly. From the Sophifters of Impiety and Re- 
bellion, arofe the Sopbifters of Impiety and Anarchy., 
Thefe latter conlpire not only againft Chrift and 
his altars, but againft every religion natural or re- 
vealed : not only againft kings, but againft every 
government, againft all civil fociety, even agaioft 
all property whatfoever. 

This third Sett, known by the name of IUu- 
minees , coalefced with the Sophifters conlpiring 
againft Chrift, and with the Sophifters who, -with 

the 
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the Occult Mafbns, confpired againft both Chrift 
and kings. It was the coalition of the adepts of im- 
piety, of the adepts of rebellion , and the adepts of 
anarchy, which formed the Club of the Jacobins. 

Under this name, common to the triple Sett (origi- 
nating from the name of the Order whofe convent 
they had feized upon to hold their fittings), we fhall 
fee the adepts following up their triple confpiracy 
againft God, the King, and Society. Such was 
the origin, fuch the progrefs of that Sett, fince 
become fo dreadfully famous under the name of 
Jacobin. 

. In the prefent Memoirs each of thefe three con- 
spiracies fhall be treated feparately ; their authors 
unmafked, the objett, means, coalition, and pro- 
grefs of the adepts fhall be laid open. 

. Proofs of die moft pointed nature are neceffary, 
when fiich horrid plots are denounced to all na- 
tions j and it is to give thefe proofs the greater 
authenticity, that the title of Memoirs has been 
prefixed to this work. To have written the fimple 
btftory of the Jacobins might have fufficed for 
many; but thefe Memoirs are intended for the 
hiftorian, who will find a collettion of proofs, both 
numerous and convincing, all extratted frdm the 
records and avowals, of the confpirators them- 
felves. Strong in thefe proofs, we fhall not fear to Confe- 
prodaim to all nations, “ that whatever their reli- 
** gion or their government may be, to whatever fpiracy. 

** rank 
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** rank they may belong in civil fociety, if Jaca j 
c « binifm triumphs, all will be overthrown ; tha6 
** fhould the plans and wifhes of the Jacobins be 
** accomplilhed, their religion with its pontiffs, 
“ their government with its laws, their magiftratea 
* c and their property, all would be fwept away in 
“ one common mafi of ruin ! Their riches and their 
fields, their houfes and their cottage^, their very 
** wives and children would be torn from them. 
** You have looked upon the Jacobinical fadtion 
ct as exhaufting itfelf in France, whgn it was only 
** making a fportive effay of its ftrength. Their 
“ wifhes and their oaths extend throughout Europe ; 
" nor are England or Germany, Italy or Spain, 
<c ftrangers to their intrigues.” 

Let not the Reader take this for the language of 
cnthufiafm or fanaticifm; far be fuch paffions 
either from myfelf or my readers. Let them de- 
cide on the proofs adduced, with the fame coolnefs 
and impartiality which has been nccefiary to colledt 
and digeft them. The order obferved in the in- 
veftigation of thefe confpiracies lhall be' exa&ly 
that in which they were generated. We fhali 
therefore begin with the confpiracy againft the 
whole religion of the Gofpel, and which we have 
flylcd the Antichristian Conspiracy. 


w* 
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CHAP. I. 

Of the Principal Attars in the Confpiracy. 


A BOUT the middle of this century appeared 
three men who were leagued in the moft 
inveterate hatred againft Chriftianity. Thefe were Chiefs of 
Voltaire, D’Alembert, and Frederic II. King of 
Pruflia. Voltaire hated Religion becaufe he was 
jealous of its Author, and of all thofe whom it had 
rendered illuftrious ; D’Alembert becaufe his frigid 
heart was incapable of affe&ionj and Frederic 
becaufe he had never feen it but through the me- 
dium of its enemies. 

To thefe a fourth muft be added, and this was 
Diderot. Hating religion becaufe he doated on 
nature, and enthufiaftically wedded to the chaos of 
his own ideas, he chofe rather to build a fyftem 
on chimeras and form myfteries of his own, than 
fubmit to the light of the Gofpcl. 

Vol. I. B 
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Numerous adepts were afterwards drawn into 
this Confpiracy, and thefe were generally ftupid 
admirers or fecondary agents. Voltaire was the 
chief, D’Alembert themoft fubtle agent, Frede- 
rick the prote&or and often the advifer, and Di- 
derot the forlorn hope. 

Voltaire. Mary Francis Arouet was bom at Paris, Fe- 
bruary 20, 1694, the fon of an ancient notary of 
the Chatelet. Through vanity he changed his 
name to that of Voltaire, which he deemed more 
noble, more fonorous, and better fuited to the ce- 
lebrity at which he aimed: ind never had there 
appeared a man with fuch verfatile talents, and 
fuch a thirft of dominion over the literary world. 
Gravity of manners, a contemplative mind, or a 
genius for difcuffion or deep refearch, unfortu- 
nately were not among the gifts which Nature had 
lavilhed on him; and, more unfortunately ftill, in 
his heart were engendered all thofe baleful paf- 
lions which render abilities dangerous. From his 
youthi he feemed to direct them all at the over- 
throw of religioff! 1 

While only a ftudent in rhetoric, in the college 
of Louis le Grand, he drew on himfelf the follow- 
ing rebuke from his profeffor, theJduitLe Jay. 
Unfortunate young many at fame future day, you will 
come to be the Jlandard- bearer of Infidelity *. Never 
was oracle more literally fulfilled. 

* Life of Voltaire, edit, of Kell, and Feller** Hift. Dift. 

On 
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On leaving college, he neither fought nor loved 
any other fociety than that of men whofe profli- 
gate morals could ftrengthen his infidelity. He 
was particularly intimate with ChaulieU, the poet 
of voltiptuoufneis, the Anacreon of his day 3' and 
with it few Epicureans who held their meetings at 
the Hotel de Vendome. His firft effays were in 
fatire which gave offence to government, and in 
tragedy, in which we fhould have feen the rival of 
Corneille, Racine, and Crebillon, had he not at 
the fame time emulated Celfus and Porphyrius, 
with all the other enemies of religion. At a 
time when licentioufnefs in opinion ftill met With 
obftacles in France, he fought an afylum in Eng- 
land. He there found men whom the writings of 
Shaftefbury, commented on by Bolingbroke, had 
trained up to Deifm. He miftook them for phi- 
lofophers, and was perfuaded that they alone 
were efteemed by the Englifh. If he was not 
then nrfiftaken, opinions are fince greatly changed. 

All thofo Sophifters whom Voltaire extols as the 
glory of Great Britain, if not forgotten, are more 
defpifed than read. Collins and Hobbes, when 
remembered, are clafled with Tom Paine ; an 
Englifhman’s good fenfe does not allow him to 
hate religion, nor make an oftentatious difplay of 
impiety. With him nothing is lefs philofophical, 
ftotwithftanding his toleration and variety of creeds, 
than that affedted hatred to Chriftianitj which 

B 2 , marks 
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marks our Sophifters, and which more particularly 
characterizes their plans to overthrow it. 

Philofophifm is faid to have originated in 
England. I deny the faCt. Philofophifm is the 
error of every man who, -judging of all things 
by the ftandard of his own reafon, rejects in 
religious matters every authority that is not de- 
rived from the light of nature. It is the error of 
every man who denies the poffibility of any myf- 
tery beyond the limits of his reafon, of every one 
who, difearding revelation in defence of the pre- 
tended Rights of reafon. Equality, and Liberty, 
feeks to fubvert the whole fabric of the Chriftian 
religion. 

Such an error may conftitute a Seft. The hiftory 
of ancient Jacobinifm demonftrates that the Sedt 
cxifted long fince ; but it .was fhrunk back to its 
dark abodes at the time when. Voltaire appeared. 

Such an error may be that of a few individuals. 
Many of the fame fort had been . broached during 
the two laft centuries. Numerous were the SeCts 
which had fprung from Luther and Calvin, each 
making its partial aflauk on the ancient tenets of 
Chriftianity j when at length there arofe a fet of 
men who attacked them all and would believe 
nothing. Thefe were at firft ftyled Libertines, the 
only denomination they deferved. 

Voltaire might every where have met with fome 
of thefe men, but more particularly at Paris under 

the 
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the regency of the Duke of Orleans, who*, though 
himlelf a monfter of libertinifm, yet, feeling the 
neceflity of religion to the ftate, would not fuffer it 
to be impugned in their publications. 

It was in England, it is true, where, under their 
Collins and their Hobbes, the libertines firft ftyled 
themfelves Philolbphers, and affirmed the charac- 
ter of deep-thinkers, fupported probably by /ome 
impious productions, which in any other part of 
Chriftendom would neither have enjoyed equal 
publicity nor even impunity. But it may be cer- 
tainly concluded, that Voltaire would every where 
have been what he became in England ; he would 
have been fo, at leaft, wherever, from the lenity of 
the laws, he could cherifh his infatiable appetite for 
dominion over the empire of fcience or of litera- 
ture. 

It was in vain for him to afpire at the reputation 
of a Boffuet or a Pafcal, or to affeCt the blaze of 
genius which had lhone forth in defence of reli- 
gion j but, hating their caufe, and envying their 
glory, he dared be jealous of their God : at his 
empire, therefore, he levelled his blows, and would 
be foremoll in the ranks of the Philofophifts. — He 
fucceeded j but, to keep his pre-eminence, blulhed 
not to blend Philofophy with impiety, and delibe- 
rately to contrive means for the overthrow of reli- 
gion. England was the place where he firft con- 
ceived a poffibility of fuccefs. Condorcet, his 

B 3 adept. 
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adept, his confidant, his hiftorian, and his pane* 
gyrift, afferts this in pofitive terms : There it was 
(in England) that Voltaire /wore to dedicate bis lift 
to the ac complement of that projeft j and be has kept 
jbis word*. 

On his return to Paris about the year 1730, he 
made fo little a fecret of his delign, he had pub* 
lifhed fo 'many writings againft Chriftianity, and 
was fo (anguine in his hopes,' that Mr. Herault, 
{he Lieutenant of Police, upbraided him one day 
with his impiety, and added. You may do or write 
what you pleafe , but will never be able to defir oy the 
■Cbriftian religion. Voltaire without hefitation ah“ 
fwered, IVe Jhall fee that f. 

Stimulated by the obftacles he met with, and 
perceiving much glory in his enterprise, he would 
not willingly have (hared it with any body. “ I am 
f f weary,” he would fay, f* qf hearing people re- 
f c peat that twelve men were lufficient to eftablifh 
• c Ghriftianity, and- 1 will prove that one may fuf- 
& fice to overthrow it When he uttered thele 
words, his malignity feemcd to blind him to fuch 
a degree, as to hide from him the immenfe diftance 
between the genius that creates, and the petty 
funning of the mifchievous monkey that deftroys. 
The Sophifter may conjure the clouds, or veil the 
World in darknefs, but does not by that approach 
{he God of truth. The virtues, the miracles, and 

f Life of Voltaire, edit, of Kell. f Ibid. t Ibid. 

al| 
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all the divine knowledge of the apoftles, were ne- 
ceflaiy to teach man the true path of life. 

Although in his outfet Voltaire flattered himfelf 
that he ihould enjoy alone the glory of deftroying 
the Chriftian religion, which was his foie object, 
he neverthelefs loon found that aflociates , would be 
neceffary. He even began to fear the noife of his 
undertaking, and hence refolved to move in the 
furer though humbler fphere of a Confpirator.-— 

Already his numerous writings, either impious or 
pbfcene, had gained him many admirers and dif- 
ciples, who, under the name of Philofophers, 
prided themfelves in the hatred they bore to 
Chriftianity. From thefe he chofe D’Alembert 
as the moft proper perfon to fecond him in his 
new plan of attack ; and he could not have chofen 
better. 

Among the Sophifters we fhould compare Vol- 
taire to Agamemnon, and D’Alembert to Ulyfles, 

If the comparifon be too noble, fee the latter cun- D’Alem- 
ning, cringing, and even yelping like the fox. — bert * 
Bprn of Fontenelle according to fome, of Aftruc 
the phyfician according to others, his birth was 
always a myftery to him. His mother Claudina 
Alexandria Guerin de Tencin, an apoftate nun 
from the convent of Montfleury in Dauphiny, was 
at the head of one of thofe focieties of men of 
letters which were common in Paris, and (he ufed 
to llyle them her beajls. Whether defigned to 

g 4 <?on^ 
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conceal his birth, or not, is unknown; but certain 
it is, that in the night between the 16th and 17th 
of November 1717, he was found, wrapped in 
fwaddling cloaths, in the portico of the fmall 
church of St. John; and hence obtained the' name 
of Jean le Rond at the Foundling Hofpital whither 
he was carried and in which he was bred. 

While yet a youth he enlifted under the banners 
of infidelity, thereby repaying with ingratitude the 
church that had charitably reared him. With the 
fmall lums given him for his education, he bought, 
like many other young men, all the profligate 
works written againft a religion from whofe proofs 
they impatiently flee, as wicked boys calumniate 
the kind mafter who thwarts their evil difpofitions. 

Both his heart and mind led him to be a difciple 
of Voltaire j and even their diverfity of character 
and the immenfe difference of talents were foon 
confounded in their mutual bias to infidelity, and 
confirmed hatred to Chriftianity. 

Voltaire was fiery, paffionate and impetuous ; 
D’Alembert cold, referred, prudent and crafty. 
•--Voltaire was fond of Ihow, D’Alembert almofl: 
feared to be feen. The one, like the chief who - 
is obliged to mafic his battery, reluctantly ufed 
dilfimulation while he wifhed to wage open war 
with Chriftianity, and die on a heap of Chriftiansy 
whom he terms Bigots, immolated at bis feet 

* To D’Alembert, 20 April 1761, Voi. 68, Let. 85, P. 164. 

5 Th$ 
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The other, by inftin£t a diffembler, waged war 
like the partizan who, from behind a bu£h, fmiles 
to fee his enemy fall into the fnares he has laid *. 
Voltaire, tranfcendcnt in polite literature, was but 
fuperficial in mathematicks. In the latter 
D’Alembert was profound, indeed he owed all his 
reputation to them ; for in every thing elfe he was 
a dry, finical, and confufed writer} fometimes as 
paean and vulgar as Voltaire is noble, eafy, and 
elegant, he would plod to turn a bad epigram, 
while the latter would have wittily filled whole 
volumes. 

Voltaire, impudently daring, whether for or 
againft, would quote the Scriptures, hiftory, or the 
h 61 y fathers, affirming, inventing, or traducing the 
paflfage he wanted; for, to wound was his only aim. 
D’Alembert carefully guards againft the reply that 
may expofe him; his fteps myfterious and indireft 
conceal his defign ; fhrinking from refutation, if 
attacked he flies, fuppre fling the fight left he fhould 
proclaim his defeat. Voltaire, on the contrary, feeks 
his enemies, and loudly calls to them; though a 
hundred times defeated, he returns to the charge; 
though his error be refuted, he will inceflantly re- 
peat it. It is not in defeat, but in flight alone that 
he fees difgrace; and thus after a war of fixty 
years we fti;l fee him ranging on the field of battle, 

* prom D’Alembert, 4 May, 176?, Vol. <>8, Let. 100, P. 199. 

D’Alembert 
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D’Alembert feeks the fmile of every little afletn- 
bly ; and the applaufe of forty men in an acade- 
mical circle conftitutes his greateft triumph ; while 
all the* world, from London to St. Peterfburg, 
from Sweden to America, to pleale Voltaire, mult 
' found his fame. 

M 

D’Alembert enlifts from around him the fe- 
condary adepts ; he trains, and initiates them, di- 
rects their millions, and holds petty correfpon- 
dences. Voltaire will conjure kings, emperors, 
minifters and princes againft his God; all mult dq 
homage to the fultan of infidelity. Among thefe 
latter perfonages hiftory muft diftinguilh that Fre- 
deric, which as yet it has only known by titles 
glorious to monarchs, whether conquerors or rulers. 
Frederic In this Frederic II. the Solomon of the North 

IT ^ 

according to the Sophifters, we fee two diftinCt 
men. Firft, that King of Pruflia, that hero lefs 
worthy of our admiration dilplaying his vaft mili-. 
tary talents in the field of victory, than as the fa- 
ther of his people, giving life to agriculture and 
energy to commerce, protecting the arts, and 
counterpoifiog in fome fort, by the juftice and wif- 
. dom of his adminiftration, exploits perhaps more 
brilliant than juft. In the fecond (fo beneath a 
monarch) we fee the Sophifter, the philolbphic 
pedant, the confpirator of infidelity; lefs cruel 
and enthufiaftic indeed than Julian the apoftate, but 
much more artful and perfidious. 
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It is painful to difclofe the dark myfteries of 
this impious prince ; but hiftory mud be true, and 
herein efpecially. To trace the confpiracy againft 
their thrones, kings muft know what (hare their 
colleagues have had in the confpiracy againft the 
altar. 

Frederic, born with a mind worthy of a Celfus 
or his fchool, had not the help of a Juftin or a Ter- 
tullian to guide his fteps in religion, and unfortu- 
nately was iurrounded by its calumniators. While 
only Priuce-royal he was in correfpondence with 
Voltaire, chiefly on religion or metaphyfics ; and 
even at that early age it appears he deemed him- 
felf a Philofopher j for he fays—" To fpeak with 
rt my ufual Freedom, I muft confefs to you, that 
u whatever regards the God made man difpleafes me 
ff in the mouth of a Philofopher, who fhould be 
** above popular error. Leave to the great Cor - 
ft neille, when doating and falling back to childhood, 
w the infipid tafk of verfifying the Imitation of 
f Cbrijl j and whatever you may give us, let it 
ft be your own. We may fpeak of fables, but' 
** merely as fables j and a profound filence in my 
" opinion fhould be kept concerning thofe fables 
" of the Chriftians which have been fanftified by 

time and the credulity of the abfurd and 
f ( ftupid V* 

♦ From Frederic, May, 173*, Vol, 64, Let. 53, P. 273* 

Even 
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Even in his firft letters we find, with the ridi- 
culous pride of a pedantic king, all the verfatility 
and hypocrify of a Sophifter. Frederic denies, 
when Voltaire fupports liberty *. With Voltaire, 
man is a pure machine ; Frederic then maintains 
that man is free. In one place we are free, precife- 
ly becaufe we can forip a clear idea of freedom f. 
In another, man is all matter; yet one can hardly 
form, though it were with Frederic’s own verfa- 
tility a more ablurd .idea, than that of matter 
thinking, free, or arguing. He upbraids Voltaire 
"with the praifes he had bellowed on Chrift, and 
three years after is not alhamed to write — " For my 
*' part, I own that, whatever people may enlift under 
** the banners of Fanaticifm, I never lhall. I may 
** indeed compofe a few Plalms to raile a good opi- 
** nion of my orthodoxy. Socrates incenfed the 
w houfehold Gods, lb did Cicero, and he was not 
“ credulous. We mull give way to the fancies of 
** a frivolous people, in order to avoid blame and 
Cf perlecution ; for, after all, what is moft defira- 
c< ble in the world is to live in peace ; let us then 
te live foolilhly with fools, that we may live 
“ quietly §.” 


• Their Letters in 1737, Vol. 64. 

•J- FromFrederic, 16 Sept. 1771, Vol. 66, Let. 12, P. 30. 

J From Frederic, 4 Dec. 1775, Vol. 66, Let. 100, P. 237. 
$ FromFrederic, 6 Jan. 1740, Vol. 64, Let. 107, P. 471. 
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The fame Frederic had written, that the Chrif- 
tian religion yielded none but poifonous weeds * j and 
Voltaire had congratulated him, as hewing above all 
Princes fortitude of foul, with fufficient perfpicacity 
to fee that for the feventeen hundred years pafi the 
Christian Sect had never done any thing but 
harm\, though we afterward find him the opponent 
of that work of Philofophic infight, or rather of 
infamous profligacy, the Syftem of Nature. “ One 
“ might be tempted,” fays he, “ to fufpeft its 
“ author of want of fenfe and fkill when, calum- 
*' niating the Chriftian religion, he imputes to it 
" failings that it has not. How can he with truth 
€t . afiert that religion can be the caufe of the mif- 
tf fortunes of mankind! He would have been 
“ more correct, had he Amply faid, that men from 
<c ambition and felf-intereft, concealed under the veil 
<f of religion , had fought to difturb the world and 
“ gratify their pafiions. What is there reprehen- 
“ fible in the morals of the commandments ? 
“ Were there in the whole Gofpel but this Angle 
*f precept. Do as thou wouldft be done by, we fhould 
tc be obliged to confefs, that thole few words con- 
** tained the whole quinteffence of morality : — The 
“ forgivenefs of injuries, charity, and humanity — • 

• From Frederic, 8 Jan. 1766, Vol.65, Let.- 143, P. 334. 

t To Frederic, 5 April, 1767, Vol.65, Let. iJ9»P. 374- 

<C 
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«* * * § were not thefe preached by Jefus in his excellent 
** fermon on the mount * ?” 

When he wrote thus, how much had Frederic 
loft of that .perfpicacity which had fo lately diftin- 
guiihed him from other princes ! But, ftrange to 
fay, after having viewed religion in fb clear a light, 
he compliments Voltaire on being its fcourgef, 
he ftill communicates plans for its deftruCtion £, 
and forefees, that fhould it be preferred and pro- 
tected in France, the fine arts and higher fciences mufi 
/ally and that the rtift of fuperflition will completely 
deftroy a people , otherwife amiable and born for fo- 
ciety §. 

Had this fophiftical monarch really forefeen 
events, he would have feen that people, otherwife 
amiable and born for foefity, when it had loft its reli- 
gion, terrifying all Europe with its horrid deeds. 
But, like Voltaire, he was to be the fport of his pre- 
tended wifdom, as he was of his philosophy ; and, 
though we fhall often fee him judging fhrewdly of 
the adepts, we fhall always find him confpiring 
with them againft the religion of Chrift. 

The correfpondence that fo clearly developes the 
characters of the royal adept and of his idol Vol- 

* Examination of the Syftem of Nature, by Frederic, 
King of Pruflia. 

t From Frederic, 12 Aug. 1773, Vol. 66, Let. 40, P. 94. 

t FromFrederic, 29 July, 1775, Vol. 66, Let. 93, P. 216. 

§ From Frederic, 30 July, 1774, Vol, 66, Let. 59, P. 137. 

taire 
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tairc begins in 1736} and it was uninterrupted du- 
ring their lives, lome few years of the latter’s dif- 
grace excepted. It is in this correlpondence that 
we muft contemplate him. Incredulous and impious, 
diverting himfelf of his royal infignia, he is more 
emulous of the .Philoiophift than he was jealous of 
the C solars, and to rival Voltaire becomes his fer- 
vile copyift. A poet beneath mediocrity, a meta- 
phyfician on the lower form, he excels in but two 
things, his admiration for Voltaire and his im- 
piety; in the latter he often outgoes his mafter. 

In confideration of this zeal and homage, Vol- 
taire overlooked his caprice, and the rough ufage he 
fometimes met with, even to the corredtion of the 
cane inflidted on him by a major at Frankfort 
by order of the defpotic Sophifter. It was too 
elTential that the Sedt fhould fecure at any expence 
the fupport of a royal adept, and we fhall fee how 
very much he ierved them. But firft, in order to 
alcertain the extent of their mutual hatred to 
Chrirtianity, let us attend to the vaft obrtacles 
they overcame; let us hear Voltaire pathetically 
defcribing his fufferings at Berlin a few years 
after his arrival, in a letter to Mad. Denis, his 
niece and confidant. He fays, “ La Metherie 
** may in his Prefaces extol his extreme felicity 
** in being with a great king who fometimes 
“ reads his poetry to him ; yet in private he 
“ weeps with me ; he would willingly return, 
6 “ though 



THE ANTICHRISTIAN CONSPIRACY. 

" though it were on foot. But why am I here ? 
<c I will aftonilh you. This La Metherie, a man of 
** no confequence, chats familiarly with the king 
“ when their readings are over. He fpeaks to 
“ me with confidence. He declared to me that 
** talking to the king a few days ago of my fup- 
“ pofed favour with his majefty, and of the jea- 
€t loufy it excited, the king had anfwered, I Jhall 
11 certainly not want him' above a twelvemonth 
“ longer ; we Jqueeze the orange and then throw away_ 
“ the rind ..... I made him repeat thele confo- 
“ latory words j I queftioned him again and again, 
“ but he only reiterated his declaration.- — I have 
“ done my utmoft not to believe La Metherie ; 
“ and yet, in reading over the king’s verfes I 
** found an epiftle to one of his painters called ■ 
“ Pere, which begins thus : 

€< Quel fpeftacle etonnant went de f rapper mes yeux? 

“ Cher Pere, ton pinceau, Pegale au rang des dieux. 

“ Tell me, what fight has ftruck my wond’ring eyes? 

“ Thy (kill, dear Pere, with gods immortal vies. * • 

tc Now this Pere is a fellow of whom he takes 
“ no notice, and yet he is the dear Pere , be is a 
<£ God-, he may perhaps fee me in the fame light, 
“ and that is not faying much,*— -You may eafily 
“ guefs what reflexions, what a recoil upon my- 
" felf, and what perplexity, nay what anxiety 

« this 
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** this declaration of La Metherie’s has created 
“ within me 

This firft letter Was fometime after liicceeded by 
a fecond, as follows: “ My foie views at prelent 
“ are, to defert in a genteel manner, to take care 
“ of my health, to fee you again, and forget this 
“ three years dream. I plainly perceive the orange 
** has been fqueezed, and muft think of favingthe 
“ rind. For my own inftruftion I will compile a 
“ di&ionary for the ufe of kings: My friend, figni- 
* f fies my flave-, my dear friend, is as much as to 
“ fay, you are to me more than indifferent: you are 
“ to underftand by I will make you happy, I will 
“ bear with you as long as I Jhall have need for you $ 

“ fup with me to-night, means I will make game of 
“ you to-night. This didtionary might be carried 
“ on to great length, and be not unworthy a place 
“ in the Encyclopaedia. 

“ Serioufly this diftrefles me. Can there be 
** truth in what I have feen ? What ! delight iit 
“ making mifehief among thole that live with him ! 

“To fay every thing that is kind to a perfon, and 
“ write pamphlets againft him ! To lure a matt 
“ from his country by the moft endearing expref- 
" lions and folemn promifes, and treat him with 
“ the blackeft malice ! What contrails ! And this 
** is the man who wrote in fuch aphilofophic ftrain, 

• To Mad. Denis, a Sept. 1751, Vol.54.Let.ao8, P. 352. ' 

Vol.I. C “ that 
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* f that I miftook him for a Philofopher, and ftyled 
- ft him the Solomon of the North! Do you remem- 
•** ber that fine letter, which never pleafed you ? 
f< You are a Philofopher (faid he) and fo am I." 
" Upon my word, Sire, as to Philofophers we are 
** neither of us fo *. 

Voltaire never fpoke more truly; neither Fre- 
deric nor he could pretend to Philofophy in its 
true acceptation ; but they were eminently fo in 
the fenfe of the confpirators, with whom impiety 
and hatred to Chriftianity conftituced its foie of- 
fence. 

It was foon after writing (his laft letter, that 
Voltaire ftole away from the court of his difciple, 
and received at Frankfort that corporal corre&ion 
which made him the laughing- ftock of all Europe. 
Eftablifhed however at Ferney, he foon forgot the 
baftinado ; Frederic was once more the Solomon 
of the Nortby and returned the compliment by fa- 
luting Voltaire as the Father of Philofophy. 
Though not in friendlhip, they were foon united in 
mutual hatred to Chriftianity; and though they 
never met again, their plans were more eafily 
formed, and intelligently conduced, in their fu- 
ture correfpondence. 

Diderot. . As to Diderot, he flew fpontaneoufly toward 
the confpirators. A heated brain ; an enthufiaftic 

. ? ToMad, Denis, 18 Dec. 1752, Vol. 54, Let. *77, P.5**. 

rage 
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Page for that Philofophifm of which Voltaire had 
fet the falhion ; a confufion of ideas, the more 
evident as both his fpeeCh and pen followed all 
the explofions of his brain, pointed him out to 
D’Alembert as a man eflential to the confpiracy, 
and who would lay, or could be made to fay, fuch 
things as he dared not fpeak himfelf. They were 
both, until death, as truly attached to Voltaire as 
the latter was to Frederic. 

Had any thing but chaos been to have fucceeded Uncer- 
to Chriftianity, had any dodtrine whatloever been t h e chiefs 
to have been taught, never were four men lefs fitted 
for luch an undertaking. phical 

Voltaire leaned to Deifm, and feemed for fome °P lIU0n8 * 
time to have adopted it j but, infenfibly falling into 
Spinofa’s fyftems, he knew not what to believe. 
Confulting at one time D’Alembert, at another 
Frederic, he was, during the remainder of his life, 
a prey to remorfe, if doubts and artguilh of mind 
void of repentance can be fo called. At nearly 
fourfeore he expreffes himfelf in the following 
manner : <( Doubts encompafs us round, and ' 
u doubting is a difagreeable Jlate. Is there a God 
“ fuch as he is faid to be ? A foul fuch as is ima- 
** gined ? Analogies fuch as are laid down ? Is 
“ there any thing to be hoped fer after this life ? 
tc Was Gilimer in the right to laugh, though 
<e ftripped of his dominions, when brought before 
** Juftinianj or Cato in preferring filicide to the 

C a “ fight 
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<f fight of Csefar ? Is glory then butan.illufion? 
ct Shall Muftapha, in the effeminacy of his harem, 
<c beaten, ignorant, proud, and committing every 
" folly, be happier, provided he digefts well, than 
** the Philofopher who digefts ill ? Are all men 
<c equal before the Great Being that animates 
“ nature ? In that cafe, could the foul of Ravaillac 
** be equal to that of Henry IV. or had neither 
<f of them a foul ? Let the heroic philofophers 
** unravel all this j for my part I can make nothing 
« of it*.” 

D’Alembert and Frederic, being alternately 
prefled by thefe queftions, anfwered each after his 
own way. Unable to fix his own opinion, the 
former frankly confeflfes he has not the gift of folv- 
ing them: “ I own to you,” fays he, <f that con- 
“ cerning the exiftence of God, the Author of the 
“ Syjlem of Nature feems too warm and dogmatic ; 
<f and on this fubjeft Scepticifm feems the moft 
tf rational. What do we know about it ? is with 
“ me an anfwer to moft metaphyfical queftions j 
“ and the natural refiedion muft be, that fince we 
“ know nothing of the matter, it is, doubtlefs, 
te unneceflary that we ihould know more f.” 

This remark on the unimportance of thefe 
queftions was added, left Voltaire, wearied out 

• To Frederic, 12 Oft. 1770, Vol. 65, Let. 179, P. 4 z6. 

t From D’Alembert, 25 July, 1770, Vol, 69, Let. 36, P.^. 

by 
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by the anxiety of his mind, fhould forlake a Phi- 
lofophy unable to folve his doubts on queftions 
by no means, in his opinion, indifferent to the 
happinefs of man. Voltaire ftill infills j but D’A- 
lembert, continuing in the fame ftyle, fays, “ No, 
“ in metaphyfics, appears to me not much wifer 
“ than yes-, and non liquet (it is not clear) is gene- 
K rally the only rational anfwer 

Frederic was as impatient of doubts as Vol- 
taire; and, perpetually wifhing to flifle them, he 
was at length perfuaded that he had fucceeded.— 
“ A philofopher of my acquaintance,” lays he, 
** a man pretty bold in his opinions, thinks that 
“ we have a fufficient degree of probability to 
tf conftitute a certainty that poft mortem nihil eft 
** (or, that death is an eternal fleep). He main- 
<f tains that man is not twofold, but is only mat- 
“ ter animated by motion ; and this ftrange man 
** fays, that there exills no relation between ani- 
** mals and the fupreme intelligence f.” 

This bold Philofopher, this ftrange man, was 
Frederic himfelf ; and a few years after he makes 
no fecret of it, for he more decidedly writes, c ‘ I 
,f am well convinced that I am not twofold; hence, 
“ 1 confider myfelf as a fingle being. I know 
<c that I am an animal organifed, and that thinks ; 
<c hence, 1 conclude that matter can think, as 

* From D’Alembert, 4 Aug. 1770, Vol. 69, Let. 38, P. 72. 
+ From Frederic, 30 0 &. 1770, Vol. 65, Let. 180, P. 429. 

C 3 “ well 
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“ well as that it has the property of being elec- 
« trie*.” 

Verging toward his grave, but wifhing to infpire 
Voltaire with confidence, he writes again: “ The 
te gout has fuccefiively run over all my body.— « 
“ Our frail machine muft needs be deftroyed by 
" time, which confumes every thing; my founda- 
“ tions are undermined; but all this gives me 
ft very little concern f,” 

As to the fourth hero of the Confpiracy, the 
famous Diderot, he is the very perfon whofe deci- 
fions againft God D’Alembert has found too warm 
and dogmatic; though oftentimes, in the fame 
work, we find him, after deciding againft the Deift, 
arguing in the fame peremptory manner for or 
againft the Sceptic and the Atheift. But whether 
writing for qr againft a God he always appears free 
from douhts or anxieties, He fairly wrote what 
he thought at the moment, whether be crujhed the 
Atheift s with the weight of the univerfe ’, and afierted 
that the eye of a mite , the wing of a butterfly , was 
fufficient to defeat them $, or declared that glori- 
ous difplay did not give him even the moft diftant idea 
of any thing divine §, and that this univerfe was but 

• From Frederic, 4 Dec. 1775, Vol, 66, Let. 100, P. 237. 
f From Frederic, 8 April, 1776, Vol, 66,Let. 10?, P, 257. 
t Philofo^hic d Thoughts, No. 20. 

\ The Cede of Nature. 

the 
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the fortuitous refult of motion and matter * ; whe- 
ther, when the exiftence of God was to be left in 
doubt, Scepticifm at all times and in all places could 
alone preferve us from the two oppofite exceffes -f, or 
be prays God for the Sceptics , becaufe he fees they 
all want light J ; whether, in lhort, to form a fcep- 
tic, it was necejfary to have a head as well organifed 
as that of Montague the philofopher %. 

Never was a man more peremptory when af- 
firming or denying any point, more perfectly void 
of conftraint or care, or more impervious to re- 
morfe ; for he was a perfect ftranger to them 
even when - aflerting pofitively, that between him 
and bis dog be knows of no other difference but their 
drefs\. 

With thefe extravagancies in their religious opi- 
nions, we find Voltaire impious and tormented by 
his doubts and ignorance D’Alembert impious, 
but calm in hisj while Frederic, impious and tri- 
umphant (or thinking he had triumphed) over his 
ignorance, left God in heaven, provided there were 
no fouls on earth j and Diderot, by turns Atheift, 
Materialift, Deift, and Sceptic, but ever impious, 
ever frantic, was the better fitted for the various 
parts he was doomed to adt. 

* Philofophical Thoughts, No. zi. 

f Idem. No. 33. J Idem. No. 22. § Idem. No. 28. 

|| Life of Seneca, Page 377. 
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Such were the men whole characters and whoffe 
errors were necelfary to be known, in order to as- 
certain the Conlpiracjr of which they were the 
chiefs, of the exiftence of which we fhall give 
undeniable proofj define its precile objeCt, and un* 
fold its means and progrefs. 
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CHAP. n. 

Of the Exifiencty Obje5t> and Extent of the Anti- 
cbriftian Confpiracy. 

T O fay that there exifted againft the Chrif- The cha- 
tiaa religion a Confpiracy, of which Voltaire, 
D’Alembert, Frederic II. King of Pruflla, confpira- 
and Diderot, where the prime authors and infti- cjr * 
gators, is not merely faying, that each of them 
individually was an enemy, and that their writings 
tended to the deftru&ion of the religion of Chrift ; 
for, both before and after them, we have feen 
enemies of this fame religion feeking to diffufe, 
by their writings, the venom of infidelity. France 
has had her Bayle and her Montefquieu; the firft 
a true Sophifter, undecided in hisprinciples, and 
fupporting the pro and con with equal facility} but 
deftitute of that hatred which conftitutes the Con- 
fpirator, and leads him to feek accomplices: the 
latter was but a youth when he wrote his Terfian 
Letters , and had no fixed principle againft that 
faith, to which he was one day to do homage, by 
declaring that he always rejpeffed religion , and that 
he looked on the Gofpel as the fair (ft gift that God , 

had beftowed on man *, 

* Vid. Montefquieu, Feller’* Hill. Dift. 

England 
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England has feen her Hobbes, her Woolaftons, 
and her Collins, with many other difciples of infi- 
delity } but each of thefe Sophifters was impious 
in his own way ; they fought not to league toge- 
ther, though Voltaire and Condorcet ftrongly af- 
fert the contrary. Each made his partial attack 
on Chriftianity from his own heated brain, and 
that is not fufficient to conftitute a Conlpiracy. 

In order to prove a real Confpiracy againft Chrif* 
tianity, we muft not only point out the wilh to 
deftroy, but alfo the fecret union and correfpon- 
dence in the means employed to attack, debafe, or 
annihilate it. When, therefore, I name Voltaire' 
and Frederic, Diderot and D’Alembert, as the 
chiefs of this Antichriftian Conlpiracy, I not only 
mean to Ihew that each individual had impioufly 
written againft Chriftianity, but that they had 
formed the with, and had fecretly concurred in 
that wilh, to deftroy the religion of Chrift ; that 
they had adted in concert, lparing no political nor 
impious art to effedtuate that deftrudtion j that 
they were the inftigators and condudtors of thofe 
. fecondary agents whom they had milled ; and fol- 
lowed up their plans and projects with all that 
ardor and conftancy which denotes the moft ac- 
complilhed Confpirators. My proofs lhall be 
drawn from what we may very properly term the 
records of the confpiracy, I mean from their moft 
intimate correfpondence, a long time fecret, or 
6 from 
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from their own affertions contained in their various 
writings. 

When Beaumarchais gave us a complete edition The true 
of Voltaire’s works, with all the magnificence of"F^“J“ 
the Balkerville type, either the adepts, dazzled by confpi- 
their fuccefs, were perfuaded that the publicity of 
this monftrous confpiracy could only give new 
luftre to its chjef j or the Editors themfelves were 
ignorant of the fa<ft ; or concluded that, being 
fcattered and difperfed through forty large volumes 
of letters to all forts of perfons, and on all forts 
of fubje&s, no man could at once feize the thread 
of a confpiracy, the work of many long years.— 

But whatever may have been their intentions, how 
great foever their art in fupprefiing parts of the 
correfpondence, they have not effectually done 
away all means of difcovery. Never fhould I have 
undertaken a work of fuch labour, fo painful and 
fo difgufting, had I not feen the poflibility and the 
neceflity of proving from the very records of the 
conlpirators the reality of their plots; of denounc- 
ing to all nations, with proof in hand, the men who 
wifhed to miflead them, and fought to overturn 
every altar provided it was Chriftian. With them Their 
the altars of London or Geneva, of Stockholm or °kj c ** 
Peterfburg, were to lhare the fame fate with thofe 
of Paris qv Madrid, of Vienna or Rome ; thus 
adding, by their fall, a new though tardy proof of 
the univcrfality of this confpiracy. Such then 

are 
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Their 

watch* 

word. 


Its true 
fenfe as 
under- 
ftood by 
Voltaire. 


are their black and obfeure crimes. Behold them' 
confpiring againft your God, in order to under- 
mine your fovereign and your laws ! Behold them 
leeking to overthrow all civil fociety, ahd to ex- 
tend univerfally the evils of the French revolu- 
tion. 

I know that the importance of the charge re- 
quires ftrong evidence and clear proofs to juftify 
itj if then my proofs Ihould appear too numerous, 
let the reader refledt on the magnitude of the charge'. ' 

In all confpiracies. we find a fecret language, or 
a watchword, which, though unintelligible to the 
vulgar, perpetually recals the objett to the mind 1 
of the confpirator. The words chofen by Voltaire 
muft have been dictated by fome fiend of hatred, ' 
or of frantic rage: And what words ! Crujh the 
wretch ! (ecrafez Pinfame !) What a fignification ' 
is attached to thefe three words in the mouths of 
Voltaire, of D’Alembert, of Frederic, and of, their 
difciples ! They mean Crujh Cbrijt y crujh the reli- 
gion of Chrifty crujh every religion that adores Cbrift. 
Oh readers! reftrain your indignation till you have 
feen the proof! 

When Voltaire complains that the adepts are 
not fufficiently united in the war which they wage 
againft the wretch , and wilhes to revive their zeal, 
he recals to their minds the hopes and proje&s he 
had conceived fo early as 1730, when the lieute- 
nant of the police of Paris warned him that he 
5 would 
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.would not fucceed in overturning the Chriftian re- 
ligion, and when he daringly anfwered, We ft) all 
Jee that *. 

When exulting in the liiccefs of the war and 
progrefs of the conlpirac.y againft the wretch, he 
Triumphs in the idea “ that in Geneva, Galvin’s 
* f own town, there are but a few beggarly fellows 
** who believe in the confubftantial j\” 

When he wilhes, during this war againft the 
wretch , to give his realbns for tolerating the Soci- 
nians, it is, he lays, becaufe Julian would have fa* 
voured them , and be bates what Julian bated, and 
dejpijes what he (Julian) defpifed J. 

What (let us alk) is this hatred, common to the 
Socinians and to Julian the apoftate, if not their 
hatred to the divinity of Chrift ? What is meant 
by the confubftantial fallen into dilrepute, if not 
Chrift ? Or, how can the word wretch be other- 
wife interpreted in the mouth of him that bad 
faid, «* I am weary of hearing people repeat that 
tf twelve men have been fufficient to eftablilh 
“ Chriftianity, and I will prove that one may 
<c fuffice to overthrow it § i** in the mouth of a 
man who, in his intrigues againft the wretch, ex- 
claims, ft Could not five or fix men of talents, and 

* To D’Alembert, 20 June, 1760, Vol. 68, Let. 66, P. 1 18. 

+ To D’Alembert, 28 Sept. 1763, Vol. 68, Let. 119, P. 253. 
t To Frederic, 8 Nov. 1773, Vol. 66, Let. 46, P. ua. 

$ Life of Voltaire by Coudorcet* 
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“ who rightly underftood each other, fucceed, 
* f after the example of twelve fcoundrels who 
** have already fucceeded 

In the mouth of this frantic infidel can we mif- 
conceive the fenfe of thefe words ? The twelve 
apoftles are called twelve fcoundrels ! and their di- 
vine mafter a wretch! I may dwell too long on 
the proofs, but the charges are too heinous to pals 
them over lightly. 

All the men fo much extolled by Voltaire for 
their ardor in crujhing the wretch , are precifely 
thofe who attacked Chriftianity without the leaft 
decorum or decency ; fiich as Diderot, Condor- 
cet, Helvetius, Freret, Boulanger, Dumarfais, 
and other fuch infidels; and thofe whom he parti- 
cularly wifhes D’Alembert to rally, the more cf- 
fe&ually to crufh the wretch , are the Atheifts, the 
Deifts and Spinofifts f . 

Againft whom then will the Atheift, the Deift 
and the Spinofift coalefce, but againft the God of 
the Gofpel ? 

Voltaire proceeds to dire£t the zeal of the con- 
fpirators againft the holy fathers, and againft thofe 
modern authors who have written in /defence of 
Chriftianity and of the divinity of Chrift ; both of 
thefe he wifhes to fee treated with the utmoft 

• To D’Alembert, 24 July, 1760, Vol. 68, Let. 70, P. 127. 
f To D’Alembert, 27 July, 1770, Vol. 69, Let. 37, P. 70. 
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Contempt } and he thus writes to his adepts : ■ 

** Vi&ory is declaring for us on all fides j and I 
“ can allure you, that in a Ihort time none but 
“ the rabble will follow the ftandard of our ene- 
“ miesi and that rabble we equally contemn 
“ whether for or againft us. We are a corps of 
* f brave knights, defenders of the truth, and 
“ admit none among us but men of education. 

4t Courage brave Diderot, intrepid D’Alembert! 

** Form with my dear Damilaville, and rulh fbr- 
“ ward on thofe fanatics and knaves. Pity poor 
“ Pafcal, but delpife Houtville and Abbadie as 
" much as if they were fathers of the church*.'* 

Here then is clearly Ihewn, what Voltaire 
means hy crujbing the wretch. It is to undo what 
the apoftles have done; to hate what Julian the 
apoftate hated ; to attack thofe whom the Deifts, 
Atheifts, and Spinofifts always attacked. It is, 
in Ihort, to rulh on the holy fathers, or on any 
man who dares defend the religion of Chrift. 

The fenfe of this atrocious watchword is equally By Fre- 
dear in the mouth of Frederic. With this deric * 
royal Sophifter, as with Voltaire, Chriftianity t the 
Cbriftian SeSt , the Chrifticole fuperjlition (La fuper- 
.ftition Chrifticole), and the wretch , are all lyno- 
nimous terms. With him, as with Voltaire, the 
wretch 'yielded none but poifonous weeds ; the belt 

* To Damilaville, 19 Nor. 1765, Vol. 59, Let. 123, P. 216. 

writings 
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writings againft the wretch are predfely the moft 
impious, and if any in particular delerve his 
higheft efteem, it is, that ftnce Cel/us , nothing Jo 
ftriking had been fublijhed againft Chriftianity. The 
fadt is, that Boulanger, unfortunately more known 
by .his impiety than by his converlion, is fiill /in- 
ferior to Cel/us himfelf*. 

By D*A- As to D’Alembert, we may fee, that though 
teabert. jj C Jeldoin ufes this lhocking word, he was well 
acquainted with its meaning. This is evident by 
his anfwers to Voltaire, by the means he fuggefts, 
and by the writings he approves and leeks to cir- 
culate as fitteft to crujh the wretch ; which writings 
are predfely thofe that moft diredtly tend to 
eradicate religion from the minds of the people. 
We may lee it, when, wilhing to lhew his zeal 
for the progrefs of the confpiracy againft the 
wretchy he profefies his eagernels to fupport Vol- 
taire, and his forrow that from local circum- 
ftances he cannot {peak with the fame freedom 
againft Chriftianity. His exprefiions and the num- 
berlels letters hereafter quoted, will leave no 
more doubt of him than of Voltaire or Frede- 
riekf. 

Extent of Such was the general acceptation of the watch- 
thecon- word among all the conlpirators. Condorcet, 

(piracy. 

* Sec Let. of the King of Pruffia, No. 143, 145, 153, anno. 
1767, ct paffim Vol. 65. 

f See D’Alembert’s Letters, ioo, 102, 15 1, Vol. 68. 

indeed* 



THi ANTICHRISTIAN CONSPIRACY. 33 

indeed, laying afide the word wretch , pofitively 
afferts that Voltaire had fworn to crujh Cbriftia - 
nity*-, and Mercier fays, to crujh Cbrift-\. 

That the views of the conlpirators were to crujh 
Chrijl, is not too ftrong an expreffion. . In the 
extent of their projects no lhadow of his worfhip 
was to remain : it is true, that among the Chrif- 
tians they honoured the church of Rome with 
their chief hatred. But Luther and Calvin, the 
Churches of England and of Geneva, though fe- 
parated from Rome, had retained their belief of 
Chrift, and were therefore to fhare the fate of the 
former. 

The whole Golpel of Calvin is ridiculed by 
Voltaire as the fooleries of Jean Chauvin J ; and it 
is of thefe fooleries that he fpeaks when, writing to 
D’Alembert, he fays, in Calvin's own town (Ge- 
neva) there were but a few beggarly fellows who 
believed in the confubftantial , that is to fay, who be- 
lieved in Cbrijl. He particularly exults in the ap- 
proaching fall of the Church of England when 
he extols the Englijb truths §, that is, the impie- 
ties of Humej and when he thought himfelf 

• Life of Voltaire. 

•f Mercier’s Let. No. 60, of M. Pelletier. 

{ To Damilaville 18 Aug. 1766, Vol. 59, Let. 239, P. 424. 

% To the M. D’Argence de Dirac, 28 Apr. 1760. Vol. 56. 

Let. 133, P. 276. 
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authorized to write, that in London Cbrift wots 
Jpurned* * * § . 

Thofe difciples who paid him the homage of 
their philofophic fcience, adopting his ftyle, write 
thus: “ I don’t like Calvin, he was intolerant 
“ and poor. Servetus fell a viftim to him j and it 
“ is a fa ft, that he is no more fpoken of at Ge- 
** neva than if he had never exifted. As to 
“ Luther, though he had not much wit, as is 
* f eafily perceived by his writings, he did not per- 
“ fecute; he only loved wine and women f ?” 

It is obfervable, that for a confiderable time the' 
confpiring fophifters found particular fatisfa&ion 
in their fucceffes againft the Proteftant churches. 
With what exceflive joy would Voltaire write, 
that England and Switzerland were over-run with 
men who hated and dejpifed Chriftianity as Julian 
the apoftate bated and dejpifed it J; and that from 
Geneva to Berne not a Cbrijlian was to be found §. 
Frederic, on his fide, writes with equal joy. In 
our proteftant countries we go on much brijker\. 

Such was the extent of this confpiracyj it was 
to overturn every altar where Chrift was adored. 

• To D’Alembert, 28 Sept. 1763, Vol. 68, Let. 1 19, P.254. 

•f From the Landgrave of HeiTe, 9 Sept. 1766, Vol. 6 6 , 
Let. 64, P. 410. 

t To D’Alembert, 8 Feb. 1776, Vol. 69, Let. 15 1, P- 257. 

§ FromFrederic 8 Nov. 1773, Vol. 66, Let. 46, P. Iiz. 

|| From Frederic 8 Jan. 1766, Vol. 65, Let. 143, P- 334 * 

5 A fuper- 
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A fuperficial hiftorian might have been miiled by 
feeing the adepts folicit, more than once, the re- 
cal of the Proteftants into France j but at the very 
time that Voltaire is expreffing how much he la- 
ments to lee the petition made by the minifter 
• Choifeul rejeded, he hallens to add (fearing that 
his difciples might imagine he wilhed to lpare the 
Huguenot more than the Catholic) that the 
Huguenots and the Calvinifts are not lefts mad 
than the Sorhonifts or the Catholics j that they were 
even raving mad *j nay, fometimes he faw 
nothing more atrahilarious and ferocious than the 
Huguenots fi 

All this pretended zeal of the cortlpirators to 
calvinize France, was but a preparatory ftep to 
unchriftianize it with the greater eafe and expedi- 
tion. We may trace the ground of their intended 
progrels in the following words of D’Alembert to 
Voltaire : “ For my part I fee every thing in the 
“ brighteft colours; already I behold toleration 
** eltablilhed, the Proteftants recalled \ the Priefts 
** married, confeflion abolilhed, and fanaticifm 
w crulhed, without its being perceived J.” Fanati- 
cifm and wretch in D’Alembert’s mouth are fyno- 


• To Marmontel, 2 Dec. 1767, VoL 60, Let. 200, P. 336; 
t To the M. D’Argence de Dirac, 2 March 1763, Vol. 58, 

3^* p. 74* 

3 From D’Alembert, 4 May 1762, Vol. 68, Let. too, P. eor. 

D 2 nimous. 
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nimous, t^ie latter is even made ufe of in the fame 
letter, both meaning Cbrift or bis whole religion, 
crujhed. 

There is however an exception often made by 
Voltaire, which might have left to Chrift fome few 
worlhippers among the rabble. He feems little 
jealous of that conqueft when he writes to D’Alem- 
bert, “ Both you and Damilaville mud: be well 
«* pleafed to fee the contempt into which the 
K wretch is fallen among the better fort of people , 
w throughout Eyrope j they are all we wijbed for t 
** or that were neceffary; we never pretended to 
“ enlighten bouje-maids and Jhoemakersi we leave 
“ them to the apoftles*.” Again, he writes to 
Diderot, " Whatever you do, have your eye on 
“ the wretch . It mull be deftroyed among the 
“ better fort j but we may leave it to the rabble , 
“ for whom it was made j-:” or when, in fine, he 
writes to Damilaville, “ 1 can allure you, that in 
“ a Ihort time none but the rabble will follow 
“ the ftandard of our enemies j and that rab- 
" ble we equally defpife whether for or againft 
€t us J.” 

Voltaire, defpairing of more enlarged fuccefs, 
would fometimes except the clergy and the great 

* To D’Alembert, 2 Sept. 1768, Vol. 68, Let. 234, P. 486. 
+ To Diderot, 25 Sept. 1762, Vol. 57, Let. 242, P. 475. 
t To Damilaville, 19 Nov. 1765, Vol. 59, Let. 123, P. 216. 
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chamber of Parliament. But in the lequel of thefe 
memoirs we fliall fee the confpirators adtively ex- 
tending their principles, and inftilling their hatred 
againft Chriftianity into every clafs of men from 
the cottage to the throne, and not even excepting 
their fo-much-delpiled rabble. 


D 3 
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CHAP. III. 

The Secrecy, the Union and the Epoch of the 

Confpiracy. 

In confpiracies it is not enough for the agents to 
have a particular watchword, or formula, in order 
- to conceal their common ohjeft; but they muft 
alfo have peculiar names, by which they diftin- 
guifh each other, but which are wholly unintelli- 
gible to the puhlic. They always carefully con- 
ceal their correfpondencei but if they apprehend 
difcovery, they then ufe thefe precautions left 
their names, or the objeft of the plot, be ex- 

t 

Affumed Such means were not negle&ed by Voltaire or' 
thecon^ ^’Alembert. In their correfpondencc Frederic 
fpirators. is often called Luc*, D’Alembert Protagoras f, 
though he often ftyles himfelf Bertrand. Both 
were well applied to him, the former to denote 
the infidel, the latter to typify the means of his 
impiety by the fhifts of Bertrand in Fontaine’s fa- 
ble of the Monkey and the Cat : when D’Alem- 
bert is Bertrand (the monkey), Voltaire is Raton^ 

t 

• From D’Alembert, 17 Noy. 1760, Vol. 68, Let. 77, P. 145* 
f To Thiriot, 26 Jan. 1762, Vol. 57, Let. 157, P. 320. 
{From D’Alembert, 22 March 1774, Vol. 63, Let. i28,P.2i6. 
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(the cat). Diderot perfonates Plato or Tonpla *; 

and the general term for the conlpirators. is Ca- 

touaef. They fay he is a good Cacouac when he 

can be perfectly depended upon. They are often 

too, and particularly by Voltaire, called brothers, 

as in Mafonry. They alfo give peculiar imports Their fe- 

to entire phrafes of their enigmatical language: 

for example, the vine of Truth is well cultivate d % 

is tantamount to faying, we make rapid progrefs 

againft religion J. 

Of this fecret language they particularly made 
ufe when they fufpe&ed that their letters were 
opened or ftopped, a fufpicion which often gave 
Voltaire and D’Alembert great uneafinefs. It was 
for that reafon that many of their letters were di- 
rected to fictitious perfons, to merchants, or to 
fomc clerk in office who was in the fecret. It 
does not appear that they ever made ufe of cy- 
phers, which would have been much too tedious, 
confidering Voltaire’s immenle correfpondence. 

Thofe were referved for conlpirators not lefs ar- 
dent, perhaps, but of a deeper policy. Falfe di- 
rections, and not figning their names, feem to 

•To Damilaville, ii Aug. 1766, Vol. 59, Let. 237, 

P. 420. In French Plato is fpelled Platon, the anagram of 
which is Tonpla ; hence Plato and Tonpla are to be looked 
upon as fynonymous. 

+ From D’Alembert. 18 Oft. 1760, Vol. 68, Let.76,P. 141.- 

| To D’Alembert, 17 Nov. 1760, at fupra. 

D 4 have 
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have given them fufficient confidence in their 
ftyle j and if perchance any of their letters are 
more enigmatical than common, they are eafily 
explained by thofe preceding or following them. 
It was by thefe fhifts, that they wifhed to leave an 
opening for excufing or explaining away what they 
had already written } but they are not fufficiently 
obfeure to prevent difeovery, and that with very 
Jittle trouble, when once furprifed. 

Some few, however, are certainly more difficult 
to be underftood than others j for example, the 
letter written by Voltaire to D’Alembert, the 
30th of January 1764, of which the following is 
an extra# ; “ My illuftrious Philofopher has lent 
ft me the letter of Hippias, B. This letter of B 
ft proves that there are T. , .’s and that poor lice— 
u rature is falling back into the lhackles which 
“ Malejherbes had broken. That demi-fcholar as 
** well as demi-citizen, D’Agueffeau, wasaT.... 
" He would have hindered the nation from think- 
** ing! I wilh you had but feen that brute, of a 
<c Mabouly he was a very filly T. . . to be at the 
,c .head of the cuftoms upon ideas under the T. . . 
“ D’Aguefleau. Then followed the under T...’s, 
,c about half a dozen miferable rafeals, who, for 
M the pitiful (alary of 1 7 1. per annum, would erale 
from a book every thing that was worth leaving 
« in it*.” 

* Vol. 69, Let. 128, P. *78. 

Here 
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Here it is evident that T ftands for tyrant, one 
of which tyrants is the chancellor D’Agueffeau, 
the .other Maboul, the comptroller of the prefs. 

The under T’s, or tyrants, are the public cenfors; 
whofe falaries were about 17I. per annum. As to 
Hipptas B, his perfon is not fo clear ; he was moft 
probably fome tyrant who wifhed to ftop the cir- 
culation of thofe works which diredly tended to 
the overthrow of the altar and the throne. But 
who can fee, without indignation, the chancellor 
D’Aguefleau, the ornament of the magiftracy, 
called a tyrant, a demi-fcholar, a demi-citizen. 

It is, however, forbearance in Voltaire, not to 
abufe him more grofsly ; we muft expeft to fee 
him and D’Alembert, throughout this correfpon- 
dence, lavifhing the loweft terms of blackguardifm 
on every man who differs from them in opinion, 
whatever be his merits in other refpe&s j but 
efpecially on thofe who laboured for or wrote in 
defence of religion. 

But, openly as the Confpirators expreffed them- Their fe. 
felves to each other, fecrefy was ftridtly recom- CTef Y- 
mended to them with refpedt to the public j and 
Voltaire perpetually apprizes the adepts of its im- 
portance. <c The myfteries of Mytra (he would 
“ make D’Alembert write to the adepts) are not 
** to be divulged ; . . . . the monjier (religion) muft 
“ fall, pierced by a hundred invifible hands ; 

t{ yes. 
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** yes, let it fall beneath a thoufand repeated 
ft blows*.” 

This fecpely, however, was not to be fo much 
with refpedt to the object of the confpiracy, as 
the names of the Confpirators, and the means 
they employed ; for it was impoffible for the ran- 
corous hatred of Voltaire to difguife the wilh of 
annihilating Chriftianity j but he had to fear' on 
one fide the feverity of the laws, and on the other 
the contempt and infamy which would certainly 
attach to himfelf and his difciples, for the impu- 
dence of their falfehoods and the effrontery of 
their calumnies, had it ever been polfible to trace 
their authors and abettors. 

It is not the fault of hiftory if it be obliged 
to reprefent the Chief of the confpiracy as at 
once the moft daring and moft unrelenting in his 
hatred to Chrift, yet the moft defirous of con- 
cealing his attacks. Voltaire fecretly confpiring 
and mafking his means, is the fame man as when 
bold and blafpheming. He is the fame Sophifter, 
whether openly attacking the altars of his God, 
veiling the hand that ftrikes, and feeking in the 
dark to undermine the temple. It is hatred/that 
fires his rage, and the fame hatred that leads him 
through the tortuous ways of the Conlpirator. To 

* To D’Alembert, i iWajr, 1768, Vol. 68, Let. 229, P. 478. 

unmafk 
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unmsik this diflimulating man fhall be a leading 
objedt in the following Memoirs. 

In his character of Chief, the myfteries of 
Mytra, as well as the intrigues of the Confpirators, 
could be of no fmall concern to him ; and the 
following were his fecret inftruftions. “ Con- Their Ief. 
* f found the wretch to the utmoft of your power } the art of 
ft (peak your mind boldly ; but when you ftrike fecrefjr. 

“ conceal your hand. You may be known j I am 
fc willing to believe there are people fufficiendy 
tf keen-fcented, but they will not be able to con- 
** vift you 

“ The Nile is laid to fpread around its ferti- 
** lizing waters, though it conceals its head j do 
ft you the Jam, and you will fecredy enjoy your t 
** triumph. I recommend the wretch to you f.’» 
f* Wc embrace the worthy knight, and exhort 
him to conceal his march from the enemy J.” 

No precept is oftener repeated by Voltaire than 
this, Jlrike, hut conceal the hand j and if by indif- 
cretion any adept occafioned difeovery, he would 
complain moft bitterly, he would even deny works 
that were the moft notorioufly his. “ I know not 
(fays he) why people are fo obftinately bent on 

* To D’Alembert, 20 April and 8 May, 1761, Vol. 68, 

Lett. 8$-6, P. 164-6. 

•j- To Helvetius, 11 May, 1761, Vol. 57, Let. 53, P. no. 

J To Mr. de Villevielle, 26 April, 1 767, Vol. 60, Let. 1 02, 

P. 180. 


“ believing 
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u believing me ,the author of the Pbilofopbical 
“ Ditlionary. The greateft fervicc you can do 
* c me is to aflert (though you even pledge your 
<< (hare in Paradife) that I had no hand in that 
“ hellifh work. There are three or four people 
** who perpetually repeat that I have fupported 
“ the good caufe, and that I fight mortally againft 
«* the wild beafts. It is betraying one's Brethren 
“ to praife them on fuch an occafion j tbofe good 

c * fouls llefs me , but they alfo ruin me It is 

“ certainly his, they fay ; it is his ftyle and manner; 
“ Ah, my Brethren, what fatal words ! you fhould 
** on the contrary cry olit in the public flreets. It 
** is not he ; for the monfter muft fall pierced by a 
“ hundred invifible hands ; yes, let it fall beneath 
* c a thoufand repeated blows 

It was in this art of fccrefy, and the fkill of 
concealing his fteps, that D'Alembert fo much . 
excelled. Him it was that Voltaire recommended 
to the Brethren for imitation, as the hope of the 
flotk. “ He is daring (would he fay to them); 
ft but not rafh ; he will make hypocrites (that is 
" religious men) tremble, without giving any 
“ hold againft himfelf f .” 

Frederic not only approved of this fecrefy J, 
but we fhall fee him playing off all the artifices 

* To D’Alembert, 1 May, 1768, Vol.68, Let. 229, P.178, 
f To Thiriot, 19 Nov. 1 760, Vol. 56, Let. 228, P. 453. 
t From Frederic, 29 Join, 1771, Vol. 66, Let. to, P. 26. 

of 
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of a dark policy to enfure the fuccefs of the 
conlpiracy. 

In every plot union is as effential to the con- Their 
ipirator as fecrefy to the caufe, and therefore it is 
often and particularly recommended. Among 
others we find the following inftrudtio'ns : “ Oh, 

“ my Philofophers, we Ihould march clofed, as 
* f did the Macedonian phalanx, which was only 
t( vanquifhed when it opened. Let the real Phi- 
“ lofophers unite in a brotherhood like the Free- 
“ mafonsj let them affemble and fupport each 
fC other, and let them be faithful to the afiocia- 
“ tion. Such an academy will be far fuperior to 
“ that of Athens, and to all thofe of Paris*.” 

If any diffenfion, by chance, happened among 
the Conlpirators, the Chief immediately wrote to 
appeafe them : “ Ah, my poor Brethren (he 
tc would fay), the primitive Chriftians behaved 
themfelves much better than we do. Have 
** patience j do not let us lofe courage j God 
** will help us, provided we remain united : ” and 
when he wilhed to infift more particularly on the 
objedt of that union, he would repeat his anfwer 
to Herault, We'll Jee whether it be true, that the 
Chrijlian religion cannot be deftroyed j-. 

Moft of thefe diffenfions arofe from the differ- 
ence of opinion in the Confpirators, and the dif- 

* To D’Alembert, 20 April, i76i,Vol.68,Let.85,P. 162. 

■f To D’Alembert, 20 Juin, 1760, Vol. 68, Let. 66, P. 1 1 8. 

cordancy 
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cordancy of their Sophifms againft Chriftianity* 
which often made them thwart each other. Vol- 
taire, aware of the advantage it gave to religious 
writers, immediately enjoined D’Alembert to leek, 
if poilible, a reconciliation with the Atheifts,' 
Deifts, and Spinofifts. “ The two parties (lays 
** he) muft neceflarily coalelce. I wilh you would 
undertake that reconciliation ; fay to them, if 
<c you will omit the emetie t I will overlook tb6 
“ bleeding*.” 

Their ar- This Premier Chief, always fearful left their 
conftancy. ardor fhould fubfide, and wilhing to animate their 
zeal, would write to the other chiefs, “ I fear you 
ct are not fufficiently zealous j you bury your 
“ talents ; you feem only to contemn while you 
“ Ihould abhor and deftroy the monfter. Could 
<c not you crujh him in a few pages, while you 
“ modeftly hide from him that he falls by your 
c< pen. It was given to Meleager to kill the' 
“ boar. Hurl the javelin , but hide your hand. Com- 
<c fort me in my old age j-.” He would write to 
a young adept, who might be dejedted through 
ill fuccels. Courage ! do not fuffer yourf elf to be de- 
jetted%. Again, to bind them by the ftrongeft 
ties of intereft, he would tell them, through the 
medium of D’Alembert, ** Such is our ftate, that 

• To D’Alembert, 27 July, 1770, Vol. 69, Let. 37, P.70, 
f To D’Alembert, 28 Sept. 1763, Vol.68, Let. 1 19, P.45 3# 

J To Damilaville, 15 Juin, 1761, Vol. 57, Let. 70, P.143. 

“ wc 
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” we fhall be the execration of mankind if we 
** have not the better fort of people on our fide. 
c * We muft therefore gain them, coft what it will* 

* f labour then in the vineyard, and crujh the 
“ wretch ; oh> crufh the wretch 

Thus clearly is every diftinftive mark of the 
confpirator, as enigmatical language, a common 
and fecret wi(h, union, ardor and perfeverance, 
to be feen in thefe firft authors of the war againft 
Chriftianity. Hence the hiftorian is authorifed to 
reprefent this coalition of Sophifters as a real 
conlpiracy againft the altar. At length Voltaire Open 
not only avows it, but wilhes every adept to un- voludre* 
derftand, that the war of which he was the chief 
Was a true plot, and that each individual was to 
aft the part of a confpirator. When he feared an 
excefs in their zeal, he would write himfelf, or 
through D’Alembert, that in the war which they 
waged, they were to a£l as ccnfpirators , and not as 
zealots f. 

When the chief of thefe infidels makes fo for- 
mal a declaration, when we find him fo clearly or- 
dering them to alt as confpirator r,.it would be ab- 
iurd to feek farther proofs as to the exiftence of 
the confpiracy. I fear they have already been too 
numerous for the reader; but in a matter of fuch 

* To D’Alembert, 13 Feb. 1764, Vol. 68, Let. 129, P. 28 2, 
f To D’Alembert, 19 Sept. 1764, Vol. 68, Let. 142, P. 316. 
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importance, I was to prefume him equally rigid 
as myfelf with refpeCt to its demonftration. Now 
as nobody, unlefs blind to convi&ion, will deny 
this to have been a real conlpiracy of the Sophif- 
ters againft Chrift and his Church, I- will, befbrd 
I clofe this Chapter, try to afcertain its origin and 
epoch. 

Epoch of If this conlpiracy were to be dated from the day 
fpfracyl" on which Voltaire confecrated his life to the an- 
nihilation of Chriftianity, we Ihould look back to 
the year 1728, that being the time of his return 
from London to France j and his molt faithful 
difciples inform us, that he made his determina- 
tion when in England *. But Voltaire lived many 
years ruminating alone his hatred againft Chrift.— 
It is true, he was already the officious defender of 
every impious work that had the fame tendency t 
tfut thefe were only the ifolated productions of So- 
phifters, writing fingly, without any of the ap- 
purtenances of the conlpirator. To form adepts, 
and to inftil his hatred into them, muft be the 
work of timej and his efforts, unfortunately 
crowned with fuccefs, have greatly augmented their 
number, when, in 1750, he, by the exprefs de- 
fire of the king of Prulfia, took his departure for 
Berlin. Of all the difciples whom he left in Paris, 
the moft zealous were D’Alembert and Diderot j 

# * t 

• Life of Voltaire, edit, of Kell. 

and 
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and it is to thefe two men that the coalition againft 
Ghrift can be firft traced. Though it might hot 
then hav<^ acquired ail its ftrength, it certainly 
exifted when the plan of the Encyclopedia was 
decided on i that is to fay, the very year that 
Voltaire left Paris for Berlin. Voltaire had form- 
ed his difoiples ; but D’Alembert arid Diderot 
united them in one body to make that famous 
compilation, which may truly be ftyled the grand 
arfenal of impiety, whence all their fophifticated 
arms were to be dire&ed againft Chriftianity. 

Voltaire, who alone was worth a hoft of infi- 
dels, labouring apart in the war againft Chriftia- 
riity, left the Encyclopedifts for fome time to 
their own fchemes , but though his difoiples had 
been able to form the coalition, they were inca- 
pable of carrying it on. Their difficulties aug- 
menting, they fought a man able to remove them, 
and without hefitation fixed on Voltaire, or rather, 
to ufe the words of his hiftorian, Voltaire , by his 
age, his refutation , and his genius, naturally became 
their chief. 

At his returh from Pruffia, about the year 1752, 
hC found the cdnfpiracy complete; Its preeife 
t>bje£t was the deftrudtion of Chriftianity j the 
chief had firft fworn it j the fecondary chiefs, fuch 
as D’Alembert, Diderot, and even Frederic, 
notwithftanding his quarrels with the premier,- 
were ever after leagued with him in the fame 

Vol. I. E bonds. 
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bonds. At this period, the adepts were all that 
Voltaire could number as his difciples : but from 
the day of the coalition between the premier, the 
fecondary chiefs, and the adepts’ agents or. pro- 
tedlors, from the day that the objedt of this coa<- 
lition to crulh Chrift, under the appellation of 
wretch, and his religion, had been decreed, until 
the grand objedt of the coalition was to be con- 
fummated by the proferiptions and horrid mafla- 
cres of the Jacobins, near half a century was to 
elapfe j for fo much time was neceffary for the 
harbinger of blood and corruption to prepare the 
way for the Philofophift of deltrudtion and mur-. 
der. vDuring this long period of time, we lhall 
fee this fophiftical Sedt, that had fworn to crufh, 
naturally coalefcing with the' Sedt, which, under' 
the name of Jacobin , really does crufh and mafia.- 
ere. 

Where then is the difference between the fo- 
phiftical Sedt under Voltaire and D’Alembert, ^an- 
ticipating the murders of the French revolution 
by their wifhes and their confpiracies, and thole 
Sophifters who, under the name of Jacobins , over- 
throw the Altar and imbue its fteps with the 
blood of its priefts and pontifs ? Do not they 
proferibe the religion of the lame Chrift, of the 
fame God, whom Voltaire, D’Alembert, Frede- 
ric, and all that impious clan of adepts, had 
fworn to crulh and .abhor ? Will any one tell us* 
6 that 
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that there is any difference between the fophiftns 
of the former and the pretexts of the latter, be- 
tween the fchool of Voltaire and the maxims of 
the Jacobinical den. ✓ 

The Jacobins will one day declare that^all men 
are free, that all men are equal ; and as a confe- 
quence of this Equality and Liberty they will con- 
clude that every man muff be left to die light of 
reafbn. That every religion fubjedting man’s 
’reafon to myfteries, or to the authorities of any 
revelation fpeaking in God’s name, is a religion 
of flavery and conftraint j that as fuch it fhould. 
be annihilated, in order to re-eftablilh the inde- 
fealible rights of Equality and Liberty, as to the 
belief or difbelief of all that the reafon of man 
approves or difapproves : and they will call this 
Equality and Liberty the reign of reafon and the 
empire of Philofophy. Can the intelligent reader 
believe, that this Equality and Liberty is not 
appolite to the war carried on by Voltaire againft 
Chriftianity ? Had ever the chiefs or adepts any 
other view, than that of eftablifhing their pre- 
tended empire of Philofophy, or their reign of 
reafon, on that felf-fame Equality and Liberty 
applied to revelation 'and the. myfteries Jn perpe- 
tual oppofition to Chrift and his Church ? 

Did not Voltaire hate the church and its paf- 
tors becaufe they oppofed that Equality and Li- 
berty applied to our belief, becaufe nothing was 

E a Jo 
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Jo contemptible and Jo mijeralle in his eyes, as to fee 
one man have recourfe to another in matters of 
faith, or to ajk what he ought to believe *. Rea/on, 
Liberty , and Pbilojopby, were as conftantly in the 
mouths of Voltaire and D’Alembert, as a means 
of overmrowing Revelation and the Gofpel, as 
they are at this day in the mouths of the Jaco- 
bins f. When the adepts wilh to extol the glory 
of their chiefs, they will reprefent them as perpe- 
tually reclaiming the independence oj Reajon , and de- 
voutly expecting thofe days when the Jun Jhall no 
longer Jhine but upon free men acknowledging no other 
majler but their own reajon J. 

When therefore, on the ruins of the temple, the 
Jacobins lhall have erefted the idol of their Rea- 
fon, their Liberty, or their' Philofophy, will they 
have fulfilled any other wilh, confirmed any other 
oath, than that fworn by Voltaire and his adepts ? 

When the Jacobins lhall apply the axe to the 
foundations of the temples whether Proteftant or 
Catholic, or indeed of any Seft acknowledging 
the God of the Chriftians, will they have more 
widely extended their fyftems of deftru&ion, than 
Voltaire did conlpiring againft the Altars of Lon- 
don or Geneva equally as againft thofe of Rome ? 

When their grand club lhall be filled with every 

* To Duke D’Ufez, 19 Nov. 1760, Vol.56,Let. 236, P.450, 
f See the whole of their correfpondence. 

| Condorcet’s Progrefs of Reafon, 9th Epoch. 


infidel 



TH* ANTICHRISTIAN CONSPIRACY. 


53 


infidel that the French revolution can produce, 
whether Atheift, Deift, or Sceptic, will their revo- 
lutionary cohorts be differently formed from thofe 
which D’Alembert was to quicken and ftir up 
againft the God of Chriftianity ? 

In fhort, when one day thefe legions fallying 
from this den of impiety, from the grand club of 
the Jacobins, fhall triumphantly carry to the Pan- 
theon the afhes of Voltaire, wilt not that be the 
confummation of the Antichriftian Confpiracy, 
will not that be the* revolution fo long planned by 
Voltaire ? The means may differ j but the object, 
the fpirit, and the extent of the confpiracy will 
remain. We fhall fee that the very means em- 
ployed, the revolution that deftroys the altar, that 
plunders and malfacres its priefts by the hand of 
the Jacobin, were not foreign to the wilhes or in- 
tentions of the firft adepts. The moft dreadful 
and difgufting parts of this irreligious revolution 
only differs from their plans by a difference in 
terms ; mi wished to crttfh f the other did crujb. 
The means were fuch as the times fuggefted, both 
were not equally powerful.— We will now pro- 
ceed to tear the veil from thofe dark intrigues fuc- 
ceffively employed by the Sophifters during the 
half century which preceded and prepared fuch 
fcenes of blood and confufion. 


E 3 
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CHAP. IV. 

Firft Means of the Confpiralors.—Tbe Encyclopedia . 

To cru/h the, wretch in the fenfe of Voltaire, or 
to attain the deftrudtion of the altars of that God 
whofe worlhip had been -taught by the Apoftles, 
nothing lefs could fuffice than the total fubje&ion 
of the public opinion, and the annihilation of the 
faith of all Chriftian nations. To extirpate it by 
force was above the ftrength of the riling coalition. 
Force was only to be reforted to when, by a re- 
volution in all religious ideas, things had beep 
brought to that ftate in which our Jacobin legif- 
lators found them} or when, by infidelity, the 
courts, the fenates, the armies, in fliort, men of 
all defcriptions, had been gained over to a blind 
confidence in and lubmifiion to their Sophiftry. 
Indeed the necefiary growth of impiety and cor- 
ruption fuppofed too long a period for Frederic 
or Voltaire ever to flatter themfelves with the 
hope of feeing it*. It was then too early for 
them to grafp the falchion of the butchering Jaco- 
bin ; nor muft we expeft, in the following 
pages, to read of guillotines, or forced requi- 

• From Frederic, 5 May, 1767, Vol. 65, Let. 160, F. 377- 
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fitions in battle array againft the altars of Chrifti-' 
anity. 

In the beginning their intrigues are hidden 
and filent, flow and tortuous; but more infi- 
dious from their fecrecy, more certain from their 
flownels; the public opinion was to perifti, as 
it were, by inanition, before they dared lay the 
axe to the altar. This mode of proceeding, we 
find, is perfedly underftood by Frederic when * 
he writes to Voltaire, that to undermine the edifice 
in filence is to oblige it to fall of itfelf* and ftill 
better underftood by D’Alembert, when, upbraid- 
ing Voltaire with being too hafty, he fays. If 
mankind grow enlightened r , it is lecaufe we have ufed 
the caution to enlighten them by degrees Convin- 
ced of the neceflity of this gradation, D’Alembert The En- 
bethought himfolf of the Encyclopedia, ' as the ^fpro- 
grand means of philofophifing mankind, and of pofed. 
crujhing the wretch. His projed is no fooner con- 
ceived, than it is enthufiaftically adopted by Di- 
derot ; and Voltaire more than once animated 
their drooping courage, by his conftant attention 
to the undertaking. 

To judge of what prodigious importance theltsfup- 
fuccefs of this famous didionafy was to the con- 
Jpiring chiefs, we muft be acquainted with its 


• From Frederic, 13 Aug. 1775, Vol. 66, Let. 95, P. 222. 
t From D’Alembert, 3 1 July, 1762, Vol. 68, Let. 102, P. 207. 
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plan, the method of its execution, and how it was 
to become the infallible agent of infidelity, and 
its moft powerful weapon in perverting the public 
opinion, and overturning all the principles of Chrif- 
tianity. , 

The Encyclopedia is at firft u (he red into the 
world as the aggregate, the complete treafure of 
all human arts and fciences, of Religion, Divinity, 
Phyfics, Hiftory, Geography, Aftfonomy, and 
Commerce j in a word, of whatever can constitute a 
Science: of Poetry, Oratory, Grammar, Paining, 
Architecture, Manufactures, and whatever can be 
the objeCt of ufeful or pleafing arts. This great 
work was po comprehend the very minutiae of dif- 
ferent trades, from the manufacturer to the labourer j 
it was to be of itlelf an immepfe library, and to 
fupply the place of one. It was to be the work of. 
fcientific men, the mod profound in every branch 
that France could produce. The difeourfe in 
which it was announced by D’Alembert to all 
Europe was written with fo mpeh art, and had been 
fo profoundly meditated and fo nicely weighed; the 
concatenation of thp, fciences apd the progrefe of 
the human mipd appeared fo properly delineated ; 
whatever he had borrowed from Bacqn or Cham- 
bers on the filiation of ideas fo completely dilguifed; 
in fhort, the plagiary Sophifter had fo perfectly 
decked himfelf in the plumage of others, that the 
profpeCtus of the Encyclopedia was looked upon 
$ • as 
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as a mafterpiece, and its author, of courfe, cori- 
fidered as the moft proper perfon to prefide over 
fo ftupendous a work. 

Such were their mighty promifes, but thefe were it* real 
never intended to be fulfilled ; while, on the other 
fide, they, had their fecret objeft, which they 
were determined to accomplilh. This was, to 
convert the Encyclopedia into a vaft emporium 
of all the fophifms, errors, or calumnies, which 
had ever been invented againft religion, from the 
firft fchools of impiety, to the day of their enter*' 
prize ; and thefe were to be fo aFtfully concealed, 
that the reader Ihould infenfibly imbibe the poifon 
without the lead fufpicion. To prevent difcovery, 
the error was never to be found where it might 
be fuppofed. Religion was not only to be rcfpedt- 
ed, but even advocated in all direct difcuflions } 
though fometimes the difcufijon is fo handled, that 
phe objection they feem to refute is more forcibly 
impreflcd on the mind of the reader. The more 
eo impofe on the unthinking, D’Alembert and Di- 
derot artfully engaged feveral men of unblemifhed 
- character to partake in this vaft and laborious un- 
dertaking. Such was Mr, de Jpaucourt, a man of 
great learning and probity, who has furnilhed a 
number of articles to the Encyclopedia : his name 
alone might have been thought a fufficient gua- 
rantee againft all the art and perfidy of its prin- 
ciples j and it was further declared* that all points 
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of religion were to be difcufled by divines we# 
known for their learning and orthodoxy. 

All this might have been true, and yet the work 
only prove the more perfidious ; for D’Alembert 
and Diderot had referved to themfelves a three- 
fold refource for forwarding their Antichriftian 
Confpiracy. 

Their firft refource was that of infinuating error 
ces, and infidelity into thole articles that might be 
deemed the leaft fufceptible of them j fiich, for 
example, as Hiftory or Natural Philofophy, and 
even into Chemiftry and Geography, where foch 
danger could not have been furmifed. The fe- 
cond was that of references, a precious art, by 
which, after having placed fome religious truths 
under the reader’s eye, he is tempted to feek fur* 
ther information in articles of a quite different 
caff. Sometimes the mere reference was an epi* 
gram or a farcafm j they would, for inftance, after 
having treated a religious fubjeft with all poffibfe 
refpeft, limply add. See the art. Prejudice, or 
Superstition, or Fanaticism. Laftly, when 
our referring Sophifters feared this fhift could not 
avail them, they would not hefitate at altering and' 
falfifying the difcufiion of a virtuous co-operatof, 
or at adding an article of their own, whole appa- 
rent objeft was to defend, while its real intention 
was to refute what had already been written on the 
fubjedh In fine, impiety was to be fufficiently 

veiled 
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veiled to make it attractive, but at the fame time 
to leave place for excufe and fubterfoge. This 
was the peculiar art of our barking Sophifter 
D’Alembert. Diderot, more daring, was at firft 
countenanced in the mad flights of his impiety $ 
but in cooler moments his articles were to be re- 
viled ; he was then to add fome apparent reftric- 
tion in favour of religion, fome of thofe high- 
founding and reverential words, but which left the 
whole of the impiety to fubfift. If he was above 
that care, D’Alembert as fupervifor-general took 
it upon himfelf. 

Peculiar care was to be taken in the compiling 
of the firft volumes, left the clergy,' thofe men 
of prejudice, as they were called, fhould take the 
alarm. As they proceeded in the work they were 
to grow more bold ; and if circumftances did not 
favour them, nor allow them to fay all they wifh- 
ed to fay, they were to refort to fupplements, and 
to foreign editions, which would at the fame time 
render this dangerous work more common and left 
coftly to the generality of readers. 

The Encyclopedia, perpetually recommended 
and cried up by the adepts, was to be a ftanding 
book in all libraries j and infenfibly the learned 
was to be converted into the Antichriftian world. 
If this projeCt was well conceived, it was impoffible 
to fee one more faithfully executed. 


It 
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It is now our duty to lay before the reader 
proofs, firft as to the faCt, fecondly as to the inten- 
tion. For the firft, it will be liifficient to caft the 
eye on divers articles of this immenfe collection, 
elpecially where the principal tenets of Chrifti- 
anity, or even of natural religion, are treated, and 
to follow them through the divers references which 
the Sophifters have prepared for the reader. Wc 
(hall find the exiftence of God, free agency, and 
the Ipirituality of the foul, treated in the ftyle of 
a Chriftian Philofopher ; but a vide Demonstra- 
tion, or a vide Corruption, will be added to 
pervert all that had been faidj and the articles to 
which D’Alembert and Diderot more particularly 
refer the reader, are exaCtly thofe where the doc- 
trine of the Sceptic or the Spinofift, of the Fa- 
talift or the Materialift, is chiefly inculcated, 
[See note at the end of the Chapter .] 

This cunning could not efcape thofe authors who 
wrote in the defence of religion *. But Voltaire, 
reforting to calumny in order to defend their 
Encyclopedia, would reprefent thefe authors as 
enemies of the ftate, and bad citizens f. Such, 
indeed, were his ufual weapons ; and had he per- 
fectly fucceeded in deceiving people, it would have 


* See Religion Vindicated, the writings of Gauchat, of 
Pergier, our Helvian Letters, &c. 
t Tp D’Alembert, 16 Jan. i757,Vol.68, Let. 18, P.31. 

been. 
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been fufficient to have examined his confidential 
correfpondence with the very authors of the work, 
to be convinced of the wickednefe of their inten- 
tions. 

At a hundred leagues from Paris, aftd not as to the 
thwarted by the obstacles which D’Alembert had 
to combat, he often complains, that the attacks 
are not fufficiently diredh He is often ruffled by 
certain reftridtions ufual to D’Alembert, and at 
length he breaks out on thofe which are vifible iii 
the article Bayle. D’Alembert anfwers, “ This 
** is an idle quarrel indeed on Bayle’s Diftionary. 

“ In the firft place, I did not fay, happy would it 
w have been bad he Jhewn more reverence to religion 
** and morality. My phrafe is much more modeft s 
“ and befide, in a curfed country like this where 
** we are writing, who does not know that fuch 
<c lentences are but a mere matter of form, and 
** only a cloak to the truths additionally conveyed? 

** Every one is aware of that*.” 

During the time that Voltaire was bufied with 
the articles he fo frequently lent to D’Alembert 
for the Encyclopedia, he often complained of his 
lhackles, and was unable to diffemble how much 
he defired to attack religion openly. He writes, 

** All that I am told about the articles of Divini- 
<c ty and Metaphyfics grieves me to the heart j 

• To D’Alembert, ioOft. 1764, Vol.68, Let. 145, P. 323. 
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** O bow cruel it is to print the very rtverje of 
** what one thinks*." But D’Alembert, more 
adroit, fenfible of the neceflity of thefe palliatives, 
u left he Jhould be looked upon as a madman by thojt 
whom he wijhed to convert ,” forefaw the day 
when he could triumphantly anfwer, " If mankind 
“ are fo much enlightened to-day, it is only be- 
“ caufe we have ufed the precaution, or had the 
“ good fortune, to enlighten them by degrees f.” 

When Voltaire had lent certain violent articles 
under the name of the prieft of Laufanne, D’Alem- 
bert would immediately write, “ We lhall always 
<f receive with gratitude whatever comes frorrf the 
<( fame hand. We only pray our heretic to draw 
“ in his claws a little, as in certain places he has 
" lhown his fangs a little too much. This is the 
“ time for Jlepping back to make the better leap J.” 
And to Ihow that he never loft fight of this maxim, 
he thus anfwers Voltaire’s animadverfions on the 
article Hell : tf Without doubt we have feveral 
C( wretched articles in our divinity and metaphy- 
tf lies j but with divines for cenfors , and a privilege, 
cc I defy you to make them better . There are 
** articles left expofed where all is fet to rights 
“ again §.” 

* To D’Alembert, 9O&. 1755, Vol. 68, Let. 4, P.9, 
f From D’Alembert, 16 July, 1762, Vol. 68, Let. 102, P. 207. 

I From D’Alembert, 21 July, 1757, Vol. 68, Let. 30, P, 5 1. 

§ Ibid. Page 52. 
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Can there be a doubt left of the precife and de- 
termined intention of the Encyclopedifts, when 
Voltaire exhorts D’Alembert to fnatch the mo- 
ment while the attention of government is drawn 
off by other concerns : “ During this war with 
“ the parliament and the hijhops , the Philofophers 
tf will have fine play j you have a fair opportunity 
“ of filling the Encyclopedia with thofe truths that 
“ we jhould not have dared to utter twenty years 
“ ago*?” or when he writes to Damilaville, ‘ f I 
** can be interefted by a good dramatic perform- 
* f ance, but could be far more pleafed with a good 
" philofophical work that Ihould for ever crufh the 
** wretch. I place all my hopes in the Encyclopedia^.” 
After fuch an avowal, it would be ufelefs to feek 
farther proof of this immenfe compilation being 
no other than the grand arfenal for all their fo- 
phifticated arnjs againft religion. 

Diderot, more open, even in his ambulh reluc- 
tantly employed cunning. He does not hide how 
much he wilhed boldly to infert his principles j and 
.thofe principles are explained when he writes, 
" The age of Louis XIV. only produced two men 
“ worthy of co-operating to the Encyclopedia,” 
and thele two men were Perrault and Boindin. The- 
merits of the latter are more conlpicuous than thofe 

* To D’Alembert, 1 3 Nov. 1756, Vol. 68, Let. 1 1, P. 20. 
f To Damilaville, 23 May, 1764, Vol. 58, Let, 196, P. 360. 
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of the former. Boindin, born in 1676, had lately 
died a reputed Atheift, and had been refilled 
Chriftian burial. The notoriety of his principles 
had Ihut' the French academy againft him, and with 
luch titles he could not have failed being a worthy 
co-operator. 

Such then tvas' the? objeft, ftich tfer'e the inten- 
tions of the conlpiring authors. We fee by their 
own confelfion, that they did not ivifti to compile 
for fcience, but for infidelity j that it was riot the 
advancement of the arts they fought j but to 
feize the moment when the attention of the ruling 
authorities was drawn off, to propagate' theif 
impious calumnies againll religion. They hypo- 
critically utter fome few religious truths, and print 
the contrary of what they believed on Chriftianity* 
but only the better to cover the Sophifms which 
they printed againft it. 

Theob- In fpite of all their arts, however, men zealous 
ltolcs it for religion forcibly oppofed the work. The Dau- 
with and phin, in particular, obtained a temporary fulpen- 
iufuceefs. fi 0 n of it } arid various were the obftacles encoun- 
tered by its authors. D’Alembert, wearied, had 
nearly forfaken it, when Voltaire, fenfible of the 
importance of this firft tool of the confpifacy, 
roufed his drooping courage. He, far from aba- 
ting, rather redoubled his efforts, alking for and 
inceffantiy fending frelh articles. He would extol 
perfeverance, he would (how D’Alembert and 

Diderot 
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Diderot the ignominy and (hame redounding to 
their opponents *. He would urge them, con- 
jure them by their friendlhip, or in the name of 
Philofophy, to overcome their difguft, and not to 
be foiled in fo glorious an undertaking j\ 

At length the Encyclopedia was brought to a 
cpnclufion, and made its appearance under the 
fan&ion of a public privilege. Triumphant in 
their firft ftep, the confpirators faw in it but the 
forerunner of their future fucceffes againft reli- 
gion. 

That no doubt may exift as to the particular its co- 
drift of this compilation, the reader muft be made °P eratora ' 
acquainted with the cp-operators cholen by 
D’Alembert and Diderot, elpecially for the re- 
ligious part. Theif firft divine was Raynal, a 
man juft expelled from the Order of the Jduits, on 
account of his impiety, that very thing which 
conftituted his chief and ftrongeft recommend- 
ation to D’Alembert. Every one, unfortunately, 
knows how well he verified the judgment of his 
former brethren by his atrocious declamations 
againft Chriftianity ; but few are acquainted with 
the anecdote of his expulfion from among the 
Co-operators j and this connedts his ftory with 

* See his letters of the years 1755-6. 
f Letters of 5th Sept. 1752, 13th Nov. 1756, and parti? 
cularly of 8th Jan. 1757, Vol. 68. 
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that of another divine, who, without being impi- 
ous himfelf, had been unfortunately drawn into the 
company of the Sophifters. 

This was the Abbe Yvon, an odd metaphyfician, 
but an inoffenfive and upright man ; often in ex- 
treme indigence, and living by his pen when he 
thought he could do it with decency. In the fim- 
plicity of his heart he had written The Defence of 
the Abbe de Prades. I have heard him afiert that 
not a Angle error could be found in that work, 
and on the firft argument give up the point. With 
the fame fimplicity I have heard him relate, by 
what means he had co-operated in the Encyclope- 
dia. ** I was in want of money (faid he) j Raynal 
“ met me and perfuaded me to write a few articles, 
“ promifing me a good feward. I acceded, and 
“ when my work was delivered at Raynal’s ftudy 
<f I received twenty-five Louis-d’ors. Thinking 
<( myfelf very well paid, I imparted my good for- 
“ tune to one of the bookfellers employed for the 
<( Encyclopedia, who feemed much furprifed that 
“ the articles furnilhed by Raynal fhould not be 
" his own. He was furious at the trick he fuf- 
f< pedbed. A few days after this I was fent for to 
(t the office ; and Raynal, who had received a 
“ thoufand crowns for his pretended work, was 
“ obliged to refund me the hundred Louis-d’ors 
** that he had kept for himfelf." 


This 
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This anecdote will not furprife thole who are 
acquainted with Raynal’s plagiary talents. His 
impiety was not indeed fufficient to prevent his 
difmiffion, but it preferved him within the pale of 
the fraternal embrace. 

I muft add, that the articles on God and on the 
Soul, fumilhed by the Abbe Yvon, are thole 
very things which grieved Voltaire to the heart, 
and for which D’Alembert and Diderot were ob- 
liged to have recourfe to their art of references. 

The third divine, or as D’Alembert ftyles him 
the fecond, for he never dared mention Yvon to 
Voltaire, was the Abbe de Prades, obliged to fly 
to Pruffia for an attempt to impofe on the Sorbonne 
by advancing his own impious proportions as 
thofe of religion. It was the cunning of this 
thcfis which had milled the Abbe Yvon } but being 
foon difcovered the parliament took it up. The 
author, neverthelefs, was put under the protection 
of the King of Pruffia by Voltaire and D’Alem- 
bert*. 

We alfo owe it to the memory of the Abbe De 
Prades to relate (what his protestors would wil- 
ling conceal) that three years afterward he pub- 
licly retraced all his errors in a declaration figned 
the 6th of April 1754, bewailing his intimacy 
with the Sophilters, and adding, that one life could 

* To D’Alembert, 5 Sept. 1752, Vol. 68, Let. 3, P. 7. 
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not /office to bewail bis pafi conduit *. He died in 
1782. 

Another of their divines was the Abbe Morre- 
let, a man dear] to Voltaire and to D’Alembert, 
who, playing on his name, called him the Abbe 
Mord-les ( Bite 'em ), becaufe, under pretence of 
attacking the Inquifition, he had fallen on (bitten) 
the church with all his might f. 

Were we to enumerate the lay writers who co- 
operated in this work, we Ihould find far worfe 
than thefe divines. But we will only mention the 
celebrated Dumarfais, a man fo infamous, that the 
public authorities were obliged to interfere and de- 
ftroy a fchool which he had formed folely to imbue 
his pupils with the venom of his impiety. This 
unfortunate man alfo retraced his errors, but not 
till He lay on his death-bed. The choice of this 
man’s pen fhows the kind of co-operators which 
D’Alembert fought. 

Far be it from me to confound in this dafs fuch 
men as MM. de Formey or Jaucourt, particularly 
the latter, to whom, as we have already faid, 
they were indebted for many articles. The only 
reproach that can attach to him is, that he fhould 
have continued his labours after he either faw or 

* Feller's Hift. Di&. 

f From D’Alembert, 16 Juin, 1760 > Vol. 68, Let. 65* 
P. 115-7-and to Thiriot, 26 Jan- 1762, Vol. 57, Let. 157, 
P. 320. # 
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fhould have feen the drift of that vaft compilation, 
wherein, intermixed with his toils, lay all the 
lophifms and calumnies that impiety could invent. 

Excepting thefe two men, we may comprehend It is 
nearly all the reft of the Encyclopedian writers in Dicferot/ 
the following picture, drawn by Diderot himfelf. 

* f All that deteftable crew, who, though perfectly 
“ ignorant, valued themfelves on knowing every 
** thing; who, feeking to diftinguifh themfelves 
“ by that vexatious univerfality to which they pre- 
* f tended, fell upon every thing, jumbled and 
“ fpoiled all, and converted this pretended digeft 
“ of fcience into a gulph, or rather a Jort of rag - 
“ bajket, where they promifcuoufly threw every thing 
“ half-examined, ill-digejled y good, bad, and indif- 
“ ferent, but always incoherent .” What a precious 
avowal as to the intrinlic merit of their work ! ef- 

i 

pecially after what he fays as to their views, in 
defcribing the pains they had taken, the vexations 
it had caufed them, and ' the art it had required to • 
infinuate what they dared not openly write againft 
prejudices (religion), in order to overthrow them 
without being perceived *. 

But all thefe follies of the rag-dealers contri- 
buted to the bulk and accelerated the appearance 

* The text in the original is far more exteolive, where 
Diderot treats of the deficiencies of the Encyclopedia ; but, 
not having it at hand, we quote from feller’s Hill. Did. art. 
Diderot. 
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of the volumes, the chiefs carefully inferring in 
each volume what could promote the grand ob- 
ject. Being at length terminated, all the trumpets 
founded, and the journals of the party teemed 
with the praifes of this literary atchievement. 
The 'learned themfelves were duped. Every one 
would have an Encyclopedia. Numerous were the 
editions, of all fizes and prices j but in every fuc- 
ceflive one, under the pretence of correction. 
Anew greater boldnefs was affumed. About the rime 
one pro- when the antichriftian revolution was nearly ac- 
complifhed, appeared JL.' Encyclopedic par ordre des 
Matter es. When it was firft undertaken, fome de- 
ference was ftill paid to religion. A man of emi- 
nent merit, Mr. Bergier, a canon of Paris, thought 
it incumbent on him to yield to the preffing folici- 
tations of his friends, left the part treating of re- 
ligion fhould fall into the hands of its greateft 
enemies. What was eafy to forefee came to pafiu 
The name of a man who had combated the im- 
pious works of a Voltaire or a Rouffeau naturally 
ferved as a cloak to this new digeft, ftyled The 
Encyclopedia metbodijed. This was on the eve of 
the French revolution, fo that the petty infidels 
charged with the work, obferved no farther bounds 
with regard to religion. This new work is more 
completely impious than the former, notwithftand- 
ing fome excellent traCts of M. Bergier and of 
fome others j and thus die Sophifters of the day 
5 perfected 
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perfe&ed the firft tool of the antichriftian conlpi- 
rators. 


Note to CkAP. IV. 

vide Page 60. Of the Devices of the Encyclopedia . 

Look for the article God (Geneva edition), and you will On the 
find very found notions, together with the dired, phyfical, q^ C 
and metaphyfical demon ftration of his exigence ; and indeed 
under fuch an article it Would have been too bold to have 
broached any thing even bordering on Atheifin, Spinofifm, 
or Epicurifm; but the reader is referred to the article De- 
monstration, and there all the phyfical and metaphyfical 
cogent arguments for the exiftence of a God difappear. We 
are there taught, that all dired demonftrations fuppofe the idea 
of infinitude , and that fuch an idea cannot be very clear either to 
the Naturalift of the Metapbyfician. This, in a word, defiroys 
all the confidence that the reader had placed in the proofs 
adduced of the exiftence of God. There again they are 
pleated to tell you, that a fipgle infed, in the eyes of the 
Philofopher, more forcibly proves the exiftence of a God , than 
all the metaphyfical arguments whatever (ibid.); but you are 
then referred to Corruption, where you learn how cautious 
you muft be of afterting in a pofitive manner that corruption 
can never beget animated bodies ; that fuch a produdion of 
animated bodies by corruption feems to be countenanced by 
daily experiments ; and it is precifely from thefe experiments 
that the Atheifts conclude the exiftence of God to be unne- 
cefiary either for the creation of man or animals. Prepof- 
fefled by thefe references againft the exiftence of God, let the 
reader turn to the articles of Encyclopedia and Epi- 
c u R i s m . In the former he will be told, that there is no being 
in nature that can be called the firft or laft 9 and that a machine 
infinite in every way muft necejfarily be the Deity . In the latter 
the atom is to be the Deity* It will be the primary caufe 
F 4 of 
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of all things, by whom and of whom every thing is aftive, 
efTentially of itfelf, alone unalterable , alone eternal, alone im- 
mutable \ and thus the reader will be infenfibly led from the 
God of the Gofpel to the heathenifh fi&ions of an Epicurus 
or a Spinofa. 

On their- The fame cunning is to be found in the article of the 

tide of the Soul. When the Sophifters treat dire&ly of its eflence they 

Squl. gj ve ordinary proofs of its Jpirituality and of its immorta- 
lity . They will even add in the article Brute, that the 
foul cannot be fuppofed material , nor can the brute be reduced 
to the quality of a mere machine* without running the hazard of 
' making man an Automaton. And under Natural Law we 

read, that if the determinations of man, or even his ofcil- 
lations, arife from any thing material , and extraneous to his foul , 
there will be neither good nor evil, neither juft nor unjuft , neither 
obligation nor right. Then referred to the article Locke, in 
order to do away all this confequence, we are told that it is 
of no importance whether matter thinks or not ; for what is that 
to juftice or injuftice , to the immortality of the foul and to all the 
truths of the fyftem, whether political or religious ; the reader, 
enjoying the Equality and Liberty of his reafon, is left in 
doubt with regard to the fpirituality, and no longer knows 
whether he fhould not think himfelf all matter. But he will 
decide when, under the article Animal, he finds that life 
and animation are only phyfecal properties of matter ; and left he 
Ihpuld think himfelf debafed by his refembling a plant or an 
animal, to confole him in his fall, they will tell him, article 
Encyclopedia and Animal, that the only dijference be- 
tween certain vegetables , and animals Juch as us, is, that they 
fteep and that we wake, that we are animals that feel, and that 
they are animals that feel not ; and Hill further in the article 
Animal, that the foie difference between a flock and a man 
is, that the one ever falls, while the latter never falls , after the 
fame manner. After perufing thefe articles’^?#* fide , the reader 
muff be infenfibly drawn into the vortex of Materialifm. 

I* 
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In treating of Liberty or free agency we find the fame ar- On the ar- 
tifice. When they treat of it directly, they will fay, 44 Take t ^ c ^ 
** away Liberty, all human nature is overthrown, and there BE * TY * 
€t will be no trace of order in fociety— -Recompence will be 
44 ridiculous, and chaftifejnent unjuft. — The ruin of Liberty 
44 carries with it that of all order and of police, and legiti- 
44 mates the moft horrible crimes — So monftrous a do&rine is 
44 not to be debated in the fchools, but punifhed by the ma- 
4f giftrates, &c. Oh, Liberty! they exclaim. Oh, Liberty, 

44 gift of heaven! Oh, Liberty of aftion! Oh, Liberty of 
44 thought ! thou alone art capable of great things,” [See 
articles Authority and the Preliminary Discourse.] 

^utatthe article Chance (fortuit) all this liberty of adtion 
and of thought is only a power that cannot be exercifed, that 
cannot be known by actual exercife: and Diderot in the article 
Evidence, pretending to fupport Liberty, will very pro- 
perly fay, 44 This concatenation of caufes and effedts fuppofed 
44 by the Philofophers, in order to form ideas reprefenting 
44 the mechanifm of the Univerfe is as fabulous as the Tritons 

/ 

and the Naiads but both he and D’Alembert will def- 
cant again on that concatenation, and, returning to C h a n c e 
(fortuit ), will tell us, 44 That though it is imperceptible, it is 
44 not the lefs real ; that it connects all things in nature, and 
44 that all events depend on it ; juft as the wheels of the watch, 

44 as to their motion, depend on each other; that from the 
44 firft moment of our exiltence, we are by no means mafters 
44 of our motions ; that were there a thoufand worlds fimilar 
44 to this, iimultaneouily exifting, and governed by the fame 
44 laws, every thing in them would be done in the fame way; 

44 and that man, in virtue of thefe fame laws, would perform at 
44 the fame infants of time the fame aft ions in each one of thefe 
44 worlds.” This will naturally convince the uninformed 
reader of the chimera of fuch a Liberty or free agency, 
which cannot be exercifed. Not content with this, Diderot 
in the article Fatality, after a long differtation on this 

concatenation 
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concatenation of c tufts > ends by faying, that it cannot be cen- 
tered either in the fhjftctil world , or in the moral and intelledual 
world . Then what becomes of that Liberty without which 
there no longer exifb juft or unjuft, obligation or right % 

Thefe examples will fuffice to convince the reader of the 
truth of what we have aflerted, as to the artful policy with 
which the Encyclopedia had been digefted ; they will fhow 
with what cunning its authors fought to ipread the principles 
of Atheifin, Materialifm, and Fatalifin, in Ihort, to plant 
every error incompatible with that religion for which at their 
outfet they profeHed fo great a reverence. 


CHAP. 



THE ANTICHRISTIAN CONSPIRACY. 


75 


CHAP. V. 

Second means of the Confpirators—'The Extinction of 
the Jefuits. 

The hypocrify of Voltaire and of D’Alembert 
had triumphed over every obftacle. They had 
fo perfectly fucceeded in their abufe of all who 
<Jared oppofe the Encyclopedia, whom they re- 
prefented as barbarians and enemies to literature- 
they had found fuch powerful fiipport during the 
lucceflive miniftries of D’Argenfon, Choifeul, and 
Malelherbes, that all the oppofition of the grand 
Dauphin, of the clergy, and of the religious 
writers, could not avail, and this impious digeft 
was in future to be looked upon as a neceflary 
work. It was to be found in every library; whe- 
ther at home or abroad, it was always to be re- 
ferred to. Thence the fimple mind in queft of 
fcience was to imbibe the poifon of infidelity, 
and the Sophifter was to be furnifhed with arms 
againft Chriftianity. The conlpirators, though General 
proud of their firft invention, could not diifemble 
that there exifted a fet of men whofe zeal, whofe fpirators 
learning, whofe weight and authority, might one giousOr- 
day counteract their uudertaking. The church was «»• 
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Frede- 
ric’s firil 
plan for 
the rain 
of the 
church. 


ilc fended by her bifhops and all the lower clergy. 
There were, moreover, numerous orders of reli- 
gious always ready to join the feculars for. her 
defence in the caufe of Chriftianity. But before 
we treat of the means employed for the deftrudtion 
of thefe defenders of the faith, we muft fhow the 
plan formed by Frederic, whence they refblved 
on the deftrudtion of the Jefuits, as the firft ftep 
toward difmantling the church, and effecting the 
deftru&ion of her bilhops and of her different or- 
ders of priefthood. 

In the year 1743 Voltaire had been lent on 
fecret fervice to the Court of Pruffia ; and among 
his difpatches from Berlin we find the following 
written to the minifter Amelot. “ In the laft in- 
“ terview I had with his Pruffian majefty, I fpoke 
<f to him of a pamphlet that appeared in Holland 
“ about fix weeks back, in which the feculariza- 
“ tion of ecclefiaftical principalities in favour of 
“ the Emperor and Queen of Hungary was pro- 
“ pofed as the means of pacification for the Em- 
" pire. I told him that I could wi(h, with all my 
“ heart, to fee it take place ; that what was Casfar’s 
" was to be given to Caefar j that the whole bufir 

nefs of the church was to fupplicate God aind 
,c the princes; that by his inftitution, the Bene- 
«* di&ine could have no claim to fovereignty, and 
" that this decided opinion of mine had gained me 
" many enemies Among the clergy. He owned 

“ that 
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** that the pamphlet had been printed by his orders . 
te He hinted, that he fliould not dillike to be one 
* c of thofe kings to whom the clergy would con- 
“ fcientioufly make reftitution, and that he fhould 
“ not be forry to embellifti Berlin with the goods 
“ of the church. This is moft certainly his grand 
ct object, and he means to make peace only 
“ when he fees the poflibility of accomplifhing 
“ it. It refts with your prudence to profit of 
“ this his fecret plan, which he confided to me 
ft alone 

At this time the court of Lewis XV. began to Its ef&a 
be overrun with minifters who on religious mat- °" u ^ e of 
ters thought like a Voltaire or a Frederic. — Verfailles. 
They had no ecclefiaftical ftates, no ecclefiaftical 
electors to pillage ; but the pofieffions of the nu- 
merous religious orders difperfed through France 
could fatiate their rapacity, and they conceived 
that the plan of Frederic might be equally lu- 
crative to France. The Marquis D’Argenfon, 
counfellor of ftate and minifter of foreign affairs, 
was the great patron of Voltaire. It was he who, D’Ar- 
adopting all his ideas, formed the plan for the 
deftruftion of all religious orders in France. The the fame 
progrefs of the plan was to be flow and fuccef- ob ^ eit * 
five, left it fliould fpread alarm. They were to 
begin with thofe orders that were leaft numerous; 

* To Mr. Amelot, 8 Oft. 1743, Vol. 53, Let. 229, P. 474. 

they 
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they were to render the entrance into' the religi- 
ous ftate more difficult j and the time of profef- 
fions was to be delayed until that age when peo- 
ple are already engaged in fome other ftate of life. 
The poffelfions of the fuppreffed were artfully to 
be adapted to fome pious ufe, or united to the 
epifcopal revenues. Time was to do away all 
difficulties, and the day was not far off when, as 
lord paramount, the Sovereign was to put in his 
claim to all that belonged to the fuppreffed orders, 
even to what had been united, for the moment, to 
the fees of the bilhops j the whole was to be added 
to his domains. 

That the French miniftry often changed, but 
that the plans of the cabinet never did, and that 
it always watched the favourable opportunity, was 
the remark of a lhrewd and obferving legate.— 
The plan for the deftrudtion of religious orders 
had been made by D’Argenfon, in the year 174 $, 
though forty years after it ftill lay on the chimney- 
piece of Maurepas, then prime minifter. I owe 
this anecdote to aperfon of the name of Bevis*, a 
learned Benedidtine, and in fuch high repute with 
Maurepas, that he often preffed him to leave his 
hood, promiling him preferment as a fecular.— 
The Benedidline refufed fuch offers ; and it was 
not without furprife that he heard Maurepas tell 

* He was in London at the time the firlt edition of thia 
Volume was printing. 

* him. 
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him, when prefling' him to accept his offer, that 
fecularization would one day be his lot ; he then gave 
him D'Argenfon’s plan, which had long been fol- 
lowed and would foon be accomplifhed. 

Avarice alone could not have fuggefted this 
plan j as the mendicant orders, as well as the more 
wealthy, were to be deftroyed. 

It would have been folly to attempt its execu- 
tion before the Encyclopedian Sophifters had pre- 
pared the way j it therefore lay dormant many 
years in the ftate offices at Verfailles. In the 
mean time the Voltairean miniftry, foftering infi- 
delity, pretended to ftrike, while they fecretly 
fupported, the fophiftical 'tribe. They forbade 
Voltaire to enter Paris, while in amazement he re- 
ceives a fcroll of the king , confirming his penfion, 
which had been fupprejfed twelve years before * ! 

He carries on his correfpondence with the adepts, 
under the covers and under the very feals of the 
firft fecretaries and of the minifters themfelves, 
who were perfectly converfant with all his impious 
plans f . It was this very part of the Antichrifiian 
Confpiracy that Condorcet meant to defcribe 
when he fays : “ Often a government would re- 
* e ward the Philofophei; with one hand, whilft with 
“ the other it would pay his flanderer; would 

* To Damilaveille, 9 Jan. 1762, Vol. 57, Let. 152, P. 310. 

•f To Marmontel, 13 Aug. 1760, Vol. 56, Let. 173, P. 353. 
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,l profcribc him, while it was proud of the foil 
“ that had given him birth ; punifhed him for his 
“ opinions, but would have blulhed not to have 
partaken of them 

This perfidious underftanding between the mi- 
nifters of his moft Chriftian Majefty and the An- 
tichriftian Confpirators haftened their progrels, 
when the moft impious and moft defpotic of mi- 
nifters judged that the time was come for the dc- 
cifive blow to be ftruck. This minifter was die 
Duke of Choifeul ■, during the whole time of his 
power he was the faithful adept and admirer of 
Voltaire, who fays, ,c Don’t fear oppofition from 
“ the Duke of Choifeul ; I repeat it, I don’t mif^ 
“ lead you, he will be proud of ferving you f 
or to Marmontel, “ We have been a little alarm** 
tc -ed by certain panics, but never was fright lb 
ct unfounded. The Duke de Choifeul and Mad. 
“ dc Pompadour know the opinions of the uncle 
“ and of the niece. You may fend any thing 
" without danger.” In fine, he was fo fecure in 
the Duke’s prote&ion againft the Sorbonne and 
the church, that he would exclaim, “ The minif- 
“ try of France for ever long live the Duke de 
“ Choifeul J.” 

* Condorcet’s Sketch on Hiftoty, 9th Epoch, 
t To D’Alembert, 9 July, 1760, Vol. 68, Let. 68, P. izt. 
I To Marmontel, 13 Aug. 1760, Vol. 56, Let. 173, P. 352, 
and 2 Dec. 1767, Vol, 60, Let, 200 , P. 336. 
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This confidence of the premier chief was well How he 
placed in Choifeul, who had adopted and a<5ted deftnic*^ 6 
upon all the plans of D’Argenfon. The miniftry tionofthe 
prognofticated a great fource of riches to the ftate £e re- S l ° 
in the deftrudtion of the religious, though many of f° lve don. 
them did not feek in that the deftruftion of reli- 
gion ; they even thought fome of them neceffary, 
and the Jefuits were excepted. Unfortunately, 
thefe were the very men with whom Choifeul 
wilhed to begin, and his intention was already 
known by the following anecdote : — Choifeul, one 
day, converfing with three ambaffadors, one of 
them faid, “ If I ever chance to be in power, I 
** will certainly deftroy all religious orders ex- 
** cepting the Jefuits, for they are at leaft ufeful 
" to education.” — " As for my part (anfwered why he 
“ Choifeul), I will deftroy none but the Jefuits ; be ^ ns 
,c for, their education once deftroyed, all the them. 

" other religious orders will fall of themfelves j” 
and his policy was deep ! There can be no doubt 
but that deftroying the Order in whofe hands the # 
majority of the colleges were at that time, would 
be (hiking at the very root of that Chriftian edu- 
cation which prepared fb many for the religious 
ftate j’ in lpite, therefore, of the exception, Choi- 
feul ftill fought to fway the council by his opinion. 

The Jefuits were tampered with, but in vain ; 

£o far from acceding to the deftrudtion of the 
other Orders, they were foremoft in their defence ; 

Voi. I. G they 
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they pleaded the rights of the church; they 
lupported them with all their weight, in their 
writings and their difcourfes. This gave occafion 
to Choifeul to remonftrate with the council, and 
to perliiade them, that if they wilhed to procure 
to the ftate the immenfe refources of the religious 
poffeffions, it was necelfary to begin with the de- 
JtruEtion of the Jefuits. 

This anecdote 1 only cite as having heard k 
among the Jefuits, but their fubfequent expul fior 
ftrongly corroborates its veracity.’ Whether theft 
religious deferved their fate or not is alien to my 
fubjedt ; I only wifh to point out the hand that 
ftrikes, and the men who, as, D’Alembert lays, 
gave the orders for their deftrudtion. Treating of 
the Antichriftian Confpiracy, I have only to -at 
certain whether the deftru&ion of the Jefuits wat 
not conceived, urged, and premeditated, by thft . 
Sophiftical Confpirators, as a means powerfully 
tending to the deftrudtion of Chriftianity. Let Ul 
then examine what that body of men really wa* 
and how neceflarily odious they mull have beett 
to the conlpirators from their general reputation; 
Let us, above all, hear the Sophiflers themfclvejT; ; 
let us lee how much they interefted themfelves in 
their deftrudtion. 

What the The Jefuits were a body of twenty thouland 
Jefuits men fp r ead through all Catholic countries, and 
particularly charged with the education of youdu 
5 They 
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They did not, however, on that account, negleft 
the other duties of the ecclefiaftic, but were 
bound by a particular vow to go as miffionaries 
to any part of the globe, if fent, to preach the 
gofpel. From their youth brought up to the 
ftudy of literature, they had produced numberlefs 
authors, but more particularly divines, who im- 
mediately combated any error that might fpring 
. tip in the church. Latterly they were chiefly en- 
gaged in France againft the .Janfenifts and Sophif- 
ters, and it was their zeal in the defence of the 
church that made the King of Prulfla ftyle them 
The Life-guards of the Pope *. 

When fifty French prelates, cardinals, arch- Opinion 
bifhops or bifhops, aflembled, were cOnfulted by # 
Louis XV. on the propriety of deftroying the on the 
Order, they exprefsly anfwered, “ The Jefuits are 
** of infinite fervice to us in our diocefes, whether 
■9* for preaching or the direftion of the faithful, 

** to revive, preferve, and propagate faith and. 

.'** piety, by their miflions, congregations, and fpi— 

.** ritual retreats, which they make with our ap- 
probation, and under our authority. For thefe 
'•** reafons we think. Sire, that to prohibit them 
“ from inftrufting would eflentially injure our 
diocefes, and that it would be difficult to re- 
** place them with equal advantage in the inftruc- 

* From Frederic, 10 Feb. 1767, Vol. 65, Let. 154, P. 361. 

G 2 ** tion 
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** tion of youth, and more particularly fo id 
** thofe provincial towns where there are no 
univerfities *.’* 

Such in general was the idea entertained of 
them in all Catholic countries j it is neceflary for 
the reader to be acquainted with it, that he may 
underftand of how much importance their deftruc* 
tion was to the Sophifters. At the time, the Jan- 
fenifts had the honor of it, and indeed they were 
very ardent in its promotion. But the Duke de 
ChoileUl and the famous courtezan La Marquiie 
de Pompadour, who then held the deftiny of 
France, under the lhadow and in the name of 
Louis XV. were not more partial to the Janienjfc 
than to the Jefuits. Both confidants of Voltaire, 
they were confequently initiated in all the myf- 
teries of the Sophifters f, and Voltaire, as he lay* 
himfelfj would willingly have fern all the Jefuits 
the bottom of the fea, each with a Janftnift bung t * 
his neck\. 

The Janfenifts were nothing more than th* 
hounds employed in the general hunt by Choifewa® 
the Marquife de Pompadour, and the Sophifters 
the minifter fpurred on by his impiety, the Mar* 
quife wifning to revenge an infult (as Ihe cailtf ^ 
it) received from Pere Sacy, a Jcfuit. Thi* 

• Opinion of the Biihops, 1761. 
f ToMarmontel, 13 Aug. 1760, Vol.56, Let. 173, P.35 
% To Chabanon, 21 Dec. 1767, V0I.60, Let. 215, P. 36** 

Father 



THE ANTICHRISTIAN CONSPIRACY* 8$ 

Father had refufed her the Sacrament?, unlefs by 
quitting the Court lhe would in fome fort atone 
for the public fcandal lhe had given by her co- 
habitation with Lpuis XV. But, if we judge by 
Voltaire’s letters, they neither of them needed 
much ftimulation, as they both had always been 
great protestors of the Sophifters, and the mi- 
niftcr had always favoured their intrigues as 
far as he could confidently with circumftances 
and politics *. The following pages will fhow 
thefe intrigues; and we ihall begin with D’Alem- The ^ 
bert, who writes in the molt fanguine manner on D’Alem- 
their future victory over the Jefuits, and on the 1>ert * 
immenfe advantages to be derived to the Con- 
fpiracy by their downfall. «f You are perpetually 
,f repeating Crufh the wretch ; for God’s fake let 
** it fall headlong of itfelf 1 Do you know what 
“ Aftruc fays ? It is not the Janfenifts that arc 
ee killing the Jefuits, but the Encyclopedia ; yes, 

“ the Encyclopedia: and that is not unlikely. 

** This fcoundrel Aftruc is a lecond Pafquin, and 
" forrietimes lays very good things. I for my 
“ part fee every thing in the brighteft colours ; 

“ I fbrelee the Janfenifts naturally dying off the 
“ next year, after having ftrangled the Jefuits 
** this ; I forefee toleration eftabliftied, the Pro- 
f f teftants recalled, the priefts married, confeftioq 

• To Marmontel, 13 Aug. 17 6q. 

G 3 f{ abolilhed. 
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*' abolifhed, and fanaticifm (religion) crujbed-, and 
“ all this without its being perceived 

The exprefs words of the Confpirators Ihow 
what part they had in the deftrudfeion of the Je- 
liiits. They were indeed the true caufe. Wefte 
what advantage they hoped to reap from it. 
They had kindled the hatred, and procured the 
death warrant. The Janfenifts were to ferve the 
Confpirators, but were themfelves to fall when no 
more wanted. The Calvinifts were to be recalled, 
but only to perilh in their turn. To ftrike at the 
whole Chriftian Religion was their aim ; and Im*t 
piety, with its Sophifters, was to range uncon- 
trolled thro ughut an infidel world. 

D’Alembert fmiles at the poreblind parliaments 
fcconding with all their might the plans of the 
Conlpirators. It is in this idea that he write; 
thus to Voltaire : <f The laugh is no longer on 
“ the fide of the Jefuits, fince they have fallen 
" out with the Philofophers. They are now at 
** open war with the Parliament, who find that 
** the fociety of Jefus is contrary to human fb- 
“ ciety. This fame fociety of Jefus on its own 
** part finds that the order of the Parliament is 
" not within the orfer of thofe who have common 
tc fcnfe, and Pbilo/opby would decide that both the 
"fociety of Jefus and the Parliament are in tht 

f From D’Alcmhert, 4 May, 1762, Vol.68, Let. 100, P.201, 
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;«* right * : ” and again, when he writes to Voltaire, 
:** The evacuation of the College of Louis le 
■ ** Grand (the Jefuits • College at Paris) is of 
ct more importance to us than that of Martinico. 
“ Upon my word this affair is becoming ferious, 
“ and the people of the Parliament don’t mince 
' “ the matter. They think they are ferving re- 
. ct ligion, while they are in reality forwarding reajan 
<c without the leaft fufpicion. They are the public 
executioners, and take their orders from Philo - 
K fopby without knowing it f.” Rapt in this idea, 
when he fees the Encyclopedian commands nearly 
•executed, he openly avows the caufe of his re- 
venge, and even implores Heaven that his prey 
may not efcape him. “ Philofophy (fays he) is 
“ on the eve of being revenged of the Jefuits, 
“ but who will avenge it of the other fanatics ?— 
u Pray God, dear Brother, that reafon may tru 
umph even in our days 

And this day of triumph -comes. He proclaims 
. the long- concerted exploit : “ At length,” he 
cries, ** on the fixth of next month, we lhall be 
**. delivered from all that Jefuitical rabble } but 
■*? will reafon by that have gained, pr the wretch 
“ have loft ground § ? ” 

• From D’Alembert, 9 July, 1761, Vol. 68. Let. 88, P. 168. 
f From D’Alembert, 4May, 176?, Vol. 68, Let. 100, P.201 . 
, J From D’Alembert, 8 Sept. 1761, Vol. 68, Let. 90, P. 173. 
| Prom D’Alembert, 31 July, 1762, Vol. 68, Let. 192, P.208. 

G 4 Thus 
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Thus we fee, that under this (hocking formula 
the deftruftion of Chriftianity is linked with that 
of thejefuits. D’Alembert was fo thoroughly con- 
vinced of the importance of their triumph over 
that Order, that, hearing one day of Voltaire’s 
pretended gratitude to his former matters, he im- 
mediately wrote to him, “ Do you know what % 
tf was told yefterday ? — ■ nothing Ids than that 
“ you began to pity the Jefuits, and that you 
were almoft tempted to write in their favour * 
“ as if it were poffible to intereft any one in 
“ favour of people on whom you have caft fo 
*f much ridicule. Be advifed by me\ let us have. 
** no human wcaknefs. Let the Janfenitical rabble. 
c * rid us of the Jefuitical, and do not prevent one 
** fpider from devouring another *.” 

Of yol- Nothing could be more ill-grounded than this 
alarm. Voltaire was not the writer of the con- 
clufions drawn by the Attorney-Generals of the 
Parliament (as D’Alembert had been informed,, 
who himfelf had been the author of Mr. de la 
Chalotais, the moft artful and virulent piece that 
appeared againft the Jefuits). Voltaire, however, 
was not lefs aftive in compofing and circulating 
memorials againft them f. 

• From D’Alembert, 25 Sept. 1762, Vol. 68, Let. 1*3, P.218. 

t To the M. D’Argence de Dirac, 26 Feb. 1762, Vol. 5 7, 
Let. 174, P. 332. 
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If he fufpeCtcd any great perfonage of pro- 
tecting the Jefuits, he would write and ufe his 
utmoft endeavours to difliiade them. It was for 
that purpofe he wrote to the Marefchal de Rich- 
lieu, cf I have been told, my Lord, that you have 
“ favoured the Jefuits at Bourdeaux : — - try to 
“ deftroy whatever influence they may have 
Again, he did not blufli to upbraid Frederic him- 
felf with haying offered an afylurn to thefe un- 
fortunate victims of their plots f. Full as ran ir 
corous as D’Alembert, he would exprefs his joy 
at their misfortunes in the fame grofs abufe j and 
his letters lhow with what adepts he fhared it. 
* c ‘ I rejoice with my brave chevalier (writing to 
u the Marq. de Villevielle) on the expulfion of 
“ the Jefuits j Japan led the way in driving out 
* f thofe knaves of Loyola j China followed the 
** example of Japan ; and France and Spain have 
imitated the Chinefe. Would to God that all 
“ the. Monks were fwept from the face of the 
" earth j they are no better than thofe knaves 
“ of Loyola. If the Sorbonne were fuffered to 
f< aCfc, it would be worfe than the Jefuits. One 
** is furrounded with monfters : I embrace my 
u worthy chevalier, and exhort him to conceal 
** his march from the enemy J.” 

f To the Due de Richelieu, 27N0V. 1761, V.57. Let. 1 39, P.28 1 . 

ToFrederic, 8 Nov. 1773, Vol. 66. Let. 46. P. 1 12. 

| TotheM.de Villevielle, 27 April, i767,V.6o,Let. 102, P.180. 

What 
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What examples does the Philofophift of Ferney 
adduce l the cruelties of a Taikofama, who, while 
expelling and crucifying the miffionary Jefuits, alio ' 
murders thoufands and tens of thoufands of his 
fubje&s, in order to eradicate Chriftianity ; and 
the Chinefe, lefs violent indeed, but with whom 
every perfecution againft the miffionaries has al- 
ways been preceded or followed by a prohibition 
to preach the Golpel. Can a man build upon fuch 
authorities without forming the fame wilh ? 

It is to be remarked, that Voltaire dares not 
cite the example of Portugal, or of its tyrant 
Carvalho *. The truth is, that, with the reft of 
Europe, he is obliged to confefs that the condu6t 
of this minifter in Portugal, with regard to the 
Father Malggrida. and the pretended confpiraey 

* I have feen well-informed perfons, who thought that the 
perfecution in Portugal was not entirely unconnected with the 
confpiraey of the Sophifters j that it was only a firft efiay of 
what might be afterwards attempted againft the whole body; 
This might be. The politics and power of Choifeul, and the 
pharader of Carvalho, may add weight to this opinion. I - 
candidly confefs that I have no proof of their fecret co-ope- 
rations ; and befide, the ferocious wickednefs of Carvalho has 
been fet in fo ftrong a light, (he was the jailor and murderer 
of fo. many victims declared innocent by the decree of the 8 th • 
of April 1771) that it would be ufelefs to feek any 'other Si- 
mulator than his own heart in that {hocking feries of cruelties 
which diftinguifhed his miniftry. See the Memoirs and Antedate 
of the Marq. of tombed j and The Difcourfe on Hiftoty. hj the 
■ Comte D'Albon, 
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of the Jefuits, was the height of folly and the 
excefs of horror *. 

It is always worthy of remark, that the con- 
Jpiring Sophifters fpared no pains to throw the 
odium of the afialfination of Louis XV. on the Je- 
fuits } and more particularly Damilaville, whom 
Voltaire anfwers in the following manner : “ My 
■“ Brethren may eafily perceive that I have not 
w Ipared the Jefuits. But pofterity would revolt 
“ againft me in their favour, were I to accufe 
“ them of a crime of which all Europe and Da- 
** mien himfclf has cleared them. I ihould de- 
“ bale myfelf into the vile echo of the Janfenifts, 
*' were I to fpeak otherwife f.” 

Notwithftariding the incoherency in their ac- 
cufations againft the Jefuits, D’Alembert, con- 
vinced of Voltaire’s zeal in this warfare, lends 
him his pretended hifiory of thele Religious ; a 
work, of the fallacy of which his own pen is the 
beft guarantee, when he fpeaks of it as a means 
for the grand objeCt : “ I recommend this work 
“ to your protection (he writes to Voltaire) j I 
** really beiieve it will be of fervice to the com- 
1 “ mon caufe, and that fuperftition , notwithftanding 
•** the many bows I pretend to make before it, 
“ will not fore the better for it. If I were, like 
■** you, for from Paris, I would certainly give it a 

* Voltaire’s Age of Louis XV. chap. 33, 

J To Damilaville, z March, 1763, Vol.58, Let. 35, P.7Z. 

“ found 
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f* found tbrejhing with all my heart, with all my 
“ foul, and with all my ftrength j in fhort, as they 
«* tell us we are to love God. But, fituated as I 
" am, I muft content myfelf with giving it a fem 
“ fillips , apologizing for the great liberty I take j 
" and I do think that I have hit it off pretty 
« well 

Could the reader for a moment fupprefs his 
indignation at the profligacy of the ftyle, would 
not the hypocrify, the profound diflimulation, of 
which thefe Sophifters fpeak fo lightly, roufe it 
anew ? If the annals of hiftory fhould ever be 
fearched, it would be in vain to feek a Confpiracy 
the infidioufnefs of whofe intrigues was of a deeper 
call j and that from their own confeffion. 

Of Fre- As to Frederic, his conduct during the whole 
andUhis warfare is fo fxngular, that his own words 

Grange alone can give a proper idea of it. He would 
call the Jefuits, The life-guards of the court of 
Rome, the grenadiers of Religion ; and, as fuch, he 
hated them, and triumphed with the reft of the 
Confpirators in their defeat. But he alfo beheld 
in them a body of men highly ufeful and even 
neceffary to his ftate j as fuch, he fupported them 
feveral years after their deftrudtion, and was deaf 
to the repeated folicitations of Voltaire and his 
motley crew. One might be almoft led to think 

• From D’Alembert, 3 Jan; 1765, Vol. 68, Let. 15 1, P. 333. 

that 
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that he liked them j for he openly writes to Vol- 
taire, “ I have no reafon to complain, of Ganga- 
“ Belli ; he has left me my dear Jefuits, who are 
*' the objedts of univerfal perfecution. I will 
c< preferve a feed of fo precious and fo rare a 
“ plant, to furnifli thofe who may wifh to culti- 
iC vate it hereafter*." He would even enter into 
a fort of juftification with Voltaire on his condudt, 
fo oppofite to the views of the party. “ Although 
** a heretic, and what is ftill more an infidel,’ 4 
fays he, ** I have preferved that Order after a 
** faihion, and for the following reafons: 

** Not one Catholic man of letters is to be 
** found in thefe regions, except among the Je- 
“ fuits. We had nobody capable of keeping 
rt fchools j we had no Oratorian Fathers, no 
,f Purifts (Piariftes, or Fathers of Charity- 
** fchools) .... There was no other alternative, 
** but the deftrudtion of our fchools, or the 
** prefervation of the Jefuits. It was necdfary 
** that the Order Ihould fubfift to furnifli pro- 
“ fefiors where they dropped off, and the foun- 
** dation could fuffice for fiich an expence ; but 
(< it would have been inadequate to pay the fa- 
“ laries of laymen profeffors. It was moreover 
•« at the univerfity of the Jefuits that the divines 
** were taught, who were afterwards to fill the 

• From Frederic, 7 July, 1770, Vol. 65, Let. 173, P.408. 

“ rec- 
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** reftories. Had the Order been fupprefied* 
* f there had been an end of the univerfity ; and 
" our Silefian divines would have been obliged 
(c to go and finifh their ftudies in Bohemia, which 
“ would have been contrary to the fundamental 
“ principles of our government 

Such was the language of Frederic, fpeaking 
in his regal chara&er, and fuch were the poli- 
tical reafons he fo ably adduced in fupport of his 
oppofition to the Sophifters. Alas ! as I have al- 
ready faid, in Frederic there were two diftinft 
men; one the great king, in which character he. 
thinks the prefervation of the Jefuits neceflary; 
the other the impious Sophifter, confpiring with 
Voltaire, and triumphant in the lofs which reli- 
gion had fuftained in that of the Jefuits. In the 
latter chara&er we find him freely exulting with 
the Conipriators, and felicitating D’Alembert, oa 
this happy omen of the total deftrudtion of Chris- 
tianity. In his farcaftic ftyle he writes, " What 
“ an unfortunate age for the Court of Rome ! 
** fhe is openly attacked in Poland; her life-- 
«« gpards are driven out of France and Portugal* 
“ and it appears that they will fhare the fame 
“ fate in Spain. The Philofophers openly -fap 
“ the foundations of the apoftolic throne ; the 
<* hieroglyphics of the conjuror are laughed at, 

* From Fred. 18 Nov. 1777, Vol. 66, Let. 127, P.300. 

<e and 
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** and the author of the Sedt is pelted •, tolera- 
“ tion is preached, and fo all is loft. A miracle 
“ alone could fave the church. She. is ftricken 
“ with a dreadful apoplexy, and you (Voltaire) 
tf will have the pleafure of burying her, and of 
** writing her epitaph, as you formerly did that 
" of the Sorbonne * ” 

When that which Frederic had forefeen really 
came to pafs in Spain, he, wrote again to Voltaire: 
** Here is a new vidtory that you have gained in 
“ Spain. The Jefuits are driven out of the 
“ kingdom. Moreover the courts of Verfailles, 
“ of Vienna, and of Madrid, have applied to the 
“ Pope for the fuppreffion of divers convents. 
“ It is faid that the holy Father, though in a rage, 
“ will be obliged to confent. O cruel revolution ! 
** what are we not to expedb in the next century ? 

The axe is at the root of the tree. On one fide, 
4C the Philolophers openly attack the abufes of a 
■** fainted fuperftition j on the other, princes , by the 
" abufes of diffipation , are forced to lay violent 
“ hands on the goods of thofe reclufe who are the 
<c props and trumpeters of fanaticifm. This edi- 
** fice, fapped in its foundations, is on the eve of 
** falling ; and nations Jball infertbe on their annals , 
« that Voltaire was the promoter of the revolution 

• FrwnD* Alembert, 10 April, 1767, Vol.65, Let. 154, P.361. 

. effected 
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u effected during the nineteenth century in the human 
“ mind*. 

Long fluctuating between the feelings of the king 
and the Sophifter, Frederic had not yet yielded to 
the folicitation of the confpirators. D’Alembert 
was particularly prelfing in his. We fee how ear* 
neftly he was bent on its fuccefs by the following 
letter which he wrote to Voltaire : “ My venera- 
“ ble Patriarch, do not accufc me of the want of 
tc zeal in the good caiife j no one perhaps ferves 
it more than myfelf. You would not guefs 
“ with what I am occupied at prefent ? With no- 
“ thing lels, I allure you, than the expulfion of the 
5* Jefuitical rabble from Silefia; and your former 
difciple is but too willing, on account of the 
“ numerous and perfidious treacheries which, as 
“ he fays himfelf, he experienced through their 
** means, during the laft war. I do not fend a 
** Angle letter "to Berlin without repeating. That , 
** the Pbilofcphers of France are amazed at tht 
<c king of Philofopher$, the declared protestor of Phi- 
<l lofophy , being fo dilatory in following the exam- 
,c pie - of the kings of France and Portugal 
" Thefe letters are read to the king, who is very 
“ fenfible, as you know, to what the true believers 
“ may think of him j and this fenle will, without 


* From Frederic, 5 May, 1767, Vol. 65, Let. 60, P. 378. 

6 <{ doubt. 
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Cf doubt, produce a good effect by the help of 
u God’s grace, which, as the Scripture very pro- 
“ perly remarks, turns the hearts of kings like a 
** water-cock*.” 

It is loathfome to tranfcribe the bafe buffoonery 
•with which D’Alembert was accuftomed to feafon 
his dark plots j and to obferve his clandeftine per* 
fecution againft a fociety of men whole only crime 
was their refpedt and reverence for Chriftianity. 
I pafs over many more expreflions of this ftamp, 
or not lels indecent. It will fuffice for my purpofe 
to fliow how little, how empty, how delpicable, 
thefc proud and mighty men were, when feen in 
their true colours. 

In fpite of all thefe felicitations Frederic was 
invincible ; and, fifteen years after, he (till pro- 
te<£ted and perferved bis Dear Jefuits. This expref* 
lion in his mouth, who at length facrificed them to 
the confpiracy, may be looked upon as an anlwcr 
to what D’Alembert had written of their treachery 
to the king. It might prove with what unconcern 
calumny, or fuppofed evidence of others, were 
adduced as proofs by him ; for in another place 
he lays, “ Frederic is not a man to confine within 
* c bis royal bredft the fubje&s of complaint he may 
* c have, had againft them,” as had been the cafe 
with the king of Spun, whole conduct in that 

* from D’Alembert, 29 Dec. 1763, Vol. 68, Let. 1 24, P. 269, 

Vot.I, H rcfpecl 
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refpeft had .been fo much blamed by the So- 
phifters *. 

Thefc fophiftical conlpirators were not to be 
fatisfied by the general expulfion of the Jefuits 
from the different ftates of the kings of the earth. 
By their reiterated war-hoop, Rome was at length 
to be forced to declare the total extinction of the 
Order. We may obferve this by the manner in 
which Voltaire particularly interefted himfelf for a 
work, whofe foie object was to obtain that ex- 
tinction. At length it was obtained. France too 
late perceiving the blow it had given to public 
education, without appearing to recoil, many of 
her leading men, fought to remedy the miftake, 
and formed the plan of a new fociety folely def- 
tined to the education of youth. Into this the 
former Jefuits, as the moft habituated to educa- 
tion, were to be admitted. On the firft news of 
this plan, D’Alembert fpread the alarm. He lees 
the Jefuits returning to life. He writes again and 
again to Voltaire, He fends the counter-plan. 
He lays great ftrefi on the danger that would refidt 
thence to the ft ate, to the king, and to the Duke 
D'Atguillon, during whole adminiftration the de- 
ItruCtion had taken place. He alfo infifts on the im- 
propriety of placing youth under the tuition of any 
community of priefts whatever : they were to be rc- 

• From D’Alembert, 4 May, 1767, Vol. 68, Let. 206, P. 434. 

prefented 
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preferred as ultramontanes by principle, and as anti* 
citizens » Our barking Philofophift then concluding 
in his cant to Voltaire, fays, “ Raton (cat), this 
** cbefnut requires to be cohered in tbe embers, and to 
" be bandied by a paw as dextrous as t\>at of Rat on t 
“ and Jo faying I tenderly kifs tbofe dear paws* 
Seized with the lame panic, Voltaire lets to work* 
and alks for frelh inftruftions. He confiders what 
turn can be given to this affair, much too ferious 
to be treated with ridicule alone. D’Alembert 
infills*, Voltaire at Ferney writes againil the re- 
call, and the confpirators fill Paris and Ver failles 
with their intrigues. The minifters are prevailed 
upon ■, the plan is laid afide s youth left without 
inftru&ion , and it is on this occafion that Voltaire 
Writes, “ My dear friend, I know not what is to 
“ become of me j in the mean time let us enjoy 
“ the plealure of having feen the Jefuits ex- 

pellcdf.” 

This pleafure was but lhort j for D'Alembert, 
ieized with a new panic, writes again to Voltaire * 
•** .1 am told, for certain, that the Jefuitical rabble 
“ is about to be reinftated in Portugal in all but 
“ the drefs. This new Queen appears to be a 
t( very fuperjlitious Majejly. Should the King of 
<< Spain chance to die, I would not anfwer for 

* From D’Alembert, 22 March, 1774, Vol. 69, Let.ia8,P.2i6. 
t D’Alembert, 27 Apr. 1771, Vol. 69, Let. 64, P. 105. 

Ha « that 
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* ( that- kingdom’s not imitating Portugal. Rea- 
*' Jon is undone Jhould the enemy's army gain this 
“ battle*." 

' When I firffc undertook to lhow that the de- 
ftrudtion of the Jefuits was a favourite objeft of 
the confpirators, and that it was effentially compri- 
sed in their plan of overthrowing the Chriftian reli- 
gion, I promifed tp confine myfelf to the records 
ahd confeflions of the Sophifters themfelves. I 
have omitted, for brevity’s fake, feveral of great 
weight, even that written by Voltaire fifteen years 
after their expulfion, wherein he flatters himfelf 
that by tnedns of the court of Peterjburg he could 
fuedeed in getting them expelled from China, be* 
caufe < { thofe Jefuits, whom the Emperor of China 
“ had cbofen to preferve at Pekin, were rather Con- 
“ verters than Mathematicians f.” 

* .Had! the Sophifters been lefs fanguine oriels 

aftive in the extin&ion of this order, I fhould fcot 
have infifted fo much on that objedt. But the 
very warfare they waged was a libel on Chriftianity. 
Errors of What ! they had perfuaded themfelves that the 
pMfters. Te ligi° n °f the Chriftians was the work of man, 
and that the deftrudtion of a few poor mortals was 
to ihake it to its very foundations ? Had they 
forgotten- that Chriftianity had flourilhed daring 

* FroiaD’ Alembert, 23 June, 1 777, Vol. 69, Let. 301. 

+ TolD’Alepibert, 8 Dec. 1776, "Vol. 69* Let. 173, P.289. 

6 fourteen 

\ 
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fourteen centuries before a Jefuit was heard of? 

Hell might, indeed, open its gates wider after 
their deftruftion, but it was written .that they 
fhould not prevail. The power and intrigues of 
the minifters of France, of a Choifeul or a Pom- 
padour, plotting with a Voltaire ; of a D’Aranda 
in Spain, the public friend of D’Alembert, and 
the protestor of infidelity j of a Carvalho in Por- 
tugal, the ferocious periecutor of the good ; and 
the arts of many other minifters, dupes or agents 
of the fophiftical conlpiracy, rather than poli- 
ticians, may have extorted the bull of extin&ion 
from Ganganelli, by threats of fchifm : but did 
that pontiff", or any other Chriftian, believe that 
the power of the Gofpel refted on the Jefuits ? 

No: the God of the Gofpel reigns ahove, and he 
will one day judge the pontiff and the minifter, 
the Jefirit and the Sophifter. — It is not to be 
doubted that a body of twenty thoufand religious 
difperfed throughout Chriftendom, and forming a 
lucceflion of men attending to the education of 
youth, and applying to the ftudy of fcience both 
religious and prophane, muft have been of the 
greateft utility both to church and ftate. The 
confpirators were not long before they perceived 
their error; and though they had done the Jefu- 
its the honour to look upon them as the bafe on 
'Which the church refted, they found that Chriftia- 

H 3 nity 
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nity had other fuccours left, that new plots were 
yet neceflary; and we (hall fee them with equal 
ardor attacking all other religious orders, as the 
third means of the Antichriftian Confpiracy, 


CHA^* 
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CHAP. VI. 


2 'bird Means of the Confpirators .—Extinftien of all 
the Religious Order f. 

The favorite meafurc of thofe who were inimi- charge* 
cal to religious orders, has been to endeavour to agwnrt 
(hew their inutility both to church and ftate. But Ox^rsT 
with what reafon can Europe complain of a fet of 
men, by whofe labours (he has been enabled to 
emerge from the favage ftate of the ancient Gauls 
or Germanni, by whom two-thirds of her lands 
have been cultivated, her villages built, her towns 
beautified and enlarged ? Shall the State complain 
of thofe men who, feduloqfiy attending to the cul- 
tivation of lands which their predeceflors had firft 
tilled, furnifh fuftenance to the inhabitants ? Shall 
the inhabitant complain, when the village, the 
town, the country, from which he comes would 
not have exifted, or would have remained uncul- 
tivated, but for their care ? Shall men of letters 
complain, when, fliould they even have been 
happy enough to have efcaped the general igno- 
rance and barbarity of Europe, they would per- 
haps, but for them, have been now vainly fearch- 
ing ruins in hopes of finding fome fragment of 
H 4 ancient 
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ancient literature ? Yes, complain j all Europe , 
complain ! It was from them that you learned your 
letters, and they have been abufed without mercy. 
Alas ! our forefathers learned to read, but we to 
read perverfely ; they opened the temple of 
fcience, we half fhut it again ; and the dangerous 
man is not he who is ignorant, but the half wife 
who pretends to wifdom. 

Had any one been at the trouble of comparing 
the knowledge of the lead: learned part of the re- 
ligious orders, with that of the generality of the 
laity, I have no doubt that the former would 
greatly have excelled the latter, though they had 
received their ordinary education. It is true, the 
religious were not verfed in the fophifticated 
fciences of the age j but often have I feen thofe 
very men who, upbraided with their ignorance, 
were happy in the knowledge which their occu- 
pations required. Not only among the Benedic- 
tines, who have been more * generally excepted 
from this badge of ignorance, but among all other 
orders, I have met with men, as diftinguifhed by 
their knowledge as by the purity of their morals. 
Alas ! that I could extend this remark to the 
laity ! This, indeed, is a language very different: 
from that which the reader may have feen in the 
fatiric declamations of the age; but will fatire 
fatisfy his judgement ? In the annals of the con- 
lpiring Sophifterg fhall he find teftimony borne o f* 

their 
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their fervices ; and every fcurrilous expreffion Ihall 
be a new laurel in their crown. 

The Jefuits were deftroyed ; but the conlpira- 
tors faw that Chriftianity ftill fubfifted, and they 
then faid to each other. We muft deftroy the reft 
of the religious orders, or we Ihall not triumph. 

Their whole plan is to be feen in a letter from 
Frederic, to which Voltaire gave occafion by the Frederic** 
following : tc Hercules went to fight the rob- plan * 

** bers for their fcxtin&ion and Bellerophon chi- 
u meras j I Ihould not be lorry to behold Her- 
“ culefes and Bellerophons delivering the earth 
** both from Catholic robbers and Catholic chi - 
“ meras*.” Frederic anfwers on the 24th of the 
feme month: " It is not the lot of arms to 
“ deftroy the wretch ; it Ihall perilh by the arm of 
** truth, and interefted felfilhnefs. If you wifh me 
K to explain this idea, my meaning is as follows : 

** —"I have remarked, as well as many others, that 
B the places where convents are the molt nume- 
** rous, are thofe where the people are moft blindly 
“ attached to fuperftition. No doubt, if thefe 
** afylums of fanaticifm were deftroyed^ the peo- 
* f pie would grow lukewarm, and fee with in- 
# difference the prefent objeds of their venera- 
** tion. The point would be to deftroy the cloifters , 
at leaft to begin by lelfening their number. 

* To Frederic^ 3 March, 1767, Vol.65, Let- 157, P. 369. 

« The 
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u The time is come : the French and Auftrian 
€t governments are involved in debts ; they have 
“ exhaufted the refources of induftry to difcharge 
** them, and they have not fucceedcd ; the lure 
*' of rich abbeys and well- endowed convents is 
“ tempting. By reprefenting to them the preju- 
“ dice cloiftered perfons occalion to the popula- 
“ tion of their ftates, as well as the great abufe of 
“ the numbers of Cucullati, who are fpread 
* c throughout the provinces; and alfo the facility 
“ of paying off part of their debts with the trea- 
“ fures of thofe communities, who are without 
<c heirs ; they might, I think, be made to adopt 
** this .plan of reform ; and it may be prefumed, 
“ that after having enjoyed the fecularization of 
fome good livings, their rapacity would crave 
<c the reft. 

tc Every government that lhall adopt this plan 
<c will be friendly to the Philofophers , and promote 
“ the circulation of all thofe books which attack 
** popular fuperftition, or the falfe zeal that would 
** fupport it. 

“ Here is a pretty little plari, which I fubmit to 
“ the examination of the patriarch of Ferney ; 
“ it is his province, as father of the faithful, to 
** rectify and put it in execution. 

“ The patriarch may perhaps afk what is to be - 
“ come of the bijhops? I anfwer, it is not yet time 
to touch them. To deftroy thofe who ftir up 

“ the 
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u the fire offanaticifm in the hearts of the people, 
“ is die firft ftep j and when the people are cooled, 
,f the bijhops will be but injignificant perfonages, 
“ whom fovereignt will, in procefs of tim\ dijpofe 
“ of as they pleafs*.” 

Voltaire relifhed fuch plans too much not to fet 
a great value on them, and- of courfe thus an- 
fwered the King of Pruflia : “ Your plan of attack 
(t againft the Chrifticole Superjlition , in that of the 
ft friar-hood, is worthy a great captain. The re- 
(e ligious orders once aboliihed, error is expoled 
** to univprfal contempt. Much is written in 
ft France on this fubjedt j every one talks of it, 
“ but as yet it is not ripe enough. People are not 
“ fufficientjy daring in France; bigots are yet in 
** power f." 

Having read thefe letters, it would be ridicu- 
lous to afic of what fervice religious orders could 
be to the church. Certain it is, that many had 
fallen off from the aufterity of their firft infti- 
tutesj but even in this degenerate ftate we fee 
Frederic making ufe of all his policy to over- turn 
them, becaufe his antichriftian plots are thwarted 
by the zeal and example of thefe religious, be- 
caufe he thinks the church cannot be ftormed 
until the convents are carried as the outworks; 

* From Frederic, 24 March, 1767, Vol. 65, Let. 158, P. 370, 
f To Frederic, 5 April, 1767, Vol. 65, Let. 159, P. 375. 
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and Voltaire traces the hand of the great captain, 
who had diftinguilhed himfelf io eminently by his 
military fcience in Germany, in the plan of attack 
againft the Cbrifticole Super fiition. Thefe religious 
corps were ufeful then, though branded with floth 
and ignorance ; they were a true barrier to im- 
piety. Frederic was fo much convinced of it, 
that when the Sophifters had already occupied all 
the avenues of the throne, he dared not direct his 
attacks againft the Bilhops, nor the body of the 
place, until the outworks were carried. 

Voltaire writes to him thus on the 29th of July 
1775: “ We hope that Philofophy, which in 
“ France is near the throne , will foon be on it. Yet 
“ that is but hope, which too often proves falla- 
“ cious. There are fo many people interefted in 

the fupport of error and nonfenfe, fo manydig- 
“ nities and fuch riches are annexed to the trade, 
tc that the hypocrites, it is to be feared, will get 
“ the better of the fages. Has not your Germany 
“ transformed your principal ecclefiaftics into fo- 
tc vereigns? Where is there an elector or abilhop 
“ who will fide with Reafon, againft a Se6t 
“ that allows him two or three hundred thoufand 
“ pounds a-year ?*” 

Frederic continued to vote for ' the war being 
carried on againft the religious. It was too early 



* Vol. 66, Let. 93, P, 2 17. 
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to attack the bilhops. He writes to Voltaire, 
l * All that you fay of our 'German bifhops is but 
* c too true; they are hogs fattened on the tythes 
* f of Sion.” (Such is their fcurrilous language in 
their private correlpondence). •“ But you know 
“ likewife, that in the Holy Roman Empire, an- 
** cient cuftom, the golden bull, and Juch anti - 
cc quoted fooleries as tbefe, have given weight to 
“ eftablifhed abufes. One fees them, Ihrugs 
“ one’s Ihoulders, and things jog on in the old 
** way. If we wifh to diminilh fanaticifm, we 
** muft not begin with the bijhops. But if we fuc- 
ft ceed in leffening the friarhood, efpecially the 
** mendicant orders, the people will cool, and, 

“ being lefs fuperftitious, will allow the powers 
** to bring down the bijhops as beft fuits their ftates. 

<c This is the only pojfible mode of proceeding. Si- 
“ lently to undermine the edifice hoftile to rea- 
“ ion, is to force it to fall of itfelf*.” 

I began by faying, that the means of the con- 
fpirators would give new proofs of the reality of 
the confpiracy, and of its objeft. Can any other 
interpretation, than that of an Antichriftian Con- 
lpiracy, be put on the language made ufe of in 
their correfpondence ? How can we otherwife 
Underftand, Juch is the only pojfible mode of proceeding, 
to undermine the edifice of that religion which they 

4 From Frederic, 13 Aag. i775,Vol.66,Let.95, P.222. 
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are pleafed to denominate the CbriJHcole Suptrjti* 
tion , as fanatic or unreafonable; or in order to 
overthrow its pontiffs, and to feduce the people 
from its worfhip? What then is confpiracy, if 
thofe fecret machinations carried on between 
Ferney, Berlin, and Paris, in fpite of diftance, 
be not fo? What reader can be fo infatuated as 
not to fee, that by the eftablifhment of Reafon is 
only meant the overthrow of Chriftianity ? It is 
indeed a matter of furprife, that the Sophifters 
Ihould fo openly have expofed their plans at fb 
early a period. 

what In the mean time Voltaire was correct when he 

adoptedin anfwered Frederic, that the plan of deftrudlion had 

France, been ardently purfued in France ever fince the ex- 
pulfion of the Jefuits, and that by people who 
were in office. The firft ftep taken was, to put 
off the period of religious profeflions until the age 
of twenty-one, though the adepts in miniftry 
would fain have deferred it till ,the age of twenty- 
five. Of courfe, of a hundred young people who 
might have embraced that Hate, not two would 
have been able to follow their vocations j for what 
parent would let his child attain that age without 
being certain of the ftate of life he would em- 
brace? The remonftrances made by many friends 
to religion caufed the age fixed on by the edidi . 
to be that of eighteen for women, and twenty -one 
for men. This neverthelefs was looked upon as 


an 
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ati aft of authority exercifed on thofe who chofe 
to confecrate themfelves more particularly to the 
fervice of their God, and refcue themfelves from 
the danger of the paflions at that age when they 
are the moll powerful. This fubjeft had been 
very fully treated in the laft (Ecumenical Council, 
where the age for the profeflion of religious per- 
fons had been fixed at lixteen, with a term of live 
years to reclaim againll their laft vows in cafe they 
did not choofe to continue the religious life they 
had undertaken. And it had always been looked 
upon as a right inherent to the church to decide 
on thefe matters, as may be feen in Chappelain’s 
difcourfe on that fubjefl. It would be ridiculous, 
after what has been faid in this chapter, to repeat 
the favourite argument of their inutility to France. 
What? pious works, edification, and the inftruc- 
tion of the people, ufelefs to a nation! Befide, 
France was a lively example that the number of 
convents had not hurt its population, as few Hates 
were peopled in fo great a proportion. If celibacy 
was to be attacked, lhe might have turned her eyes 
to her armies, and to that numerous clals of 
worldlings who lived in celibacy, and who perhaps 
ought to have been noticed by the laws. All fur- 
ther reclamations were ufelefs. What had been 
forefeen came to pafs according to the wilhes of 
the minifterial Sophifters. In many colleges the 
Jefuits being very ill replaced, the youth, ne- 
glected 
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gle&ed in their education, left a prey to their pa£* 
lions, or looking on the number of years they had 
to wait for their reception into the religious ftate' 
as lb much time loft, laid afide all thoughts of that 
ftate, and took to other employments. Some few, 
from want, engaged ; but, rather feeking bread 
than the fervice of their God, or elfe prone to vice 
and to their paflions, which they had never been 
taught to liibdue, reluftantly fubmitted to the 
rules of the cloifter. Already there exifted many 
abufes, but thefe daily increafcdj and while the 
number of religious was diminiihing, their fervour 
languifhed, and public fcandals became more fre- 
quent. This was precifely what the minifters 
wanted, in order to have a plea for the fwppref- 
fion of the whole ; while their matters, ftill more 
fanguine if poflible, made the prefs teem with 
writings in which neither fatire nor calumny were 
fpared. 

It j s p ro _ The perfon that feemed to fecond them with 

fecutedby the greateft warmth was he who, after having per- 
fuaded even his companions that he had fome ta- 
lent for governing, at length added his name to 
thofe minifters whom ambition may be faid to have 
-blinded even to ftupidity. This man was Briennes, 
Archbifhop of Touloufe, fince Archbilhop of Sens, 
afterwards prime minifter, then a public apoftate, 
and at laft died as univerfally hated and delpifed 
as Necker himfelf appears to be at this day. 

Briennes 
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Briennes will be more defpifed when it lhall bfc 
known that he was the friend and confidant of 
D’Alembert, and that in a comtniflion for the 
reform of the religious orders he wore the mitre 
and exercifed its powers as a D’Alembert would 
have done k 

The clergy had thought it neceffary to examine 
the means of reforming the religious, and of re- 
eftablifhing their primitive fervor. The court 
feemed to enter into their views* named coun- 
fellors of ftate to join the bifhops in their delibe- 
rations on this fubjedt, and called it the Commiffion 
of Regularsi A mixture of prelates who are only 
to be influenced by the fpirit of the church, and 
of ftatefmen folely adting from worldly views* 
could never agree j fome few articles were ,fup- 
pofed to have been fettled j but all was in vain* 
and many, through difguft, abandoned the com- 
miffion. Among the bifhdps were Mr. Dillon* 
Archbifhop of Narbonnej Mr. de Boifgclin, Arch- 
bifhop of Aix •, Mr. de Cice, Archbifhop of Bour- 
deaux, and the famous Briennes, Archbifhop of 
Touloufe. 

The firft, majeftic in his perfon and lofty in his 
eloquence* feems to have had but little to do in 
this affair* and foon withdrew. The talents and 
zeal fhewn by the feeond in the national affembly 
in defence of the religious ftate will convince the 
reader that he might have given an opinion which 
Yet, I. 5 I the 
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His un- 
derftand- 
ing with 
D’Alem- 
bert. 


the court did not with to adopt ; he alfo abandoned 
the commuHion. In the third we fee, that though 
by accepting of the feals of the revolution, and by 
Affixing them to the conftitutiorlal decrees, he 
could err ; yet his repentance and retraftion fuffi- 
cieiidy prove that he never would have engaged in 
it, had he known the real plans of the confpi- 
rators. 

Brienncs was the only man of this commiffioa 
who enjoyed the [confidence of the court, or had 
the fecrct of D’Alembert, and the latter knew 
well how to prize the future fervices Briennes was 
about to render to the conlpiracy. On his recep- 
tion into the French academy, D’Alembert fays 
to the patriarch, “ We have in him a good bro- 
*' ther, who will eertainly prove ufeful to letters 
“ and to philo/ophy, provided Pbile/ophy does not tut 
“ up bis hands by lieentioufmjsy or that the general 
“ outcry does not force him to aft againft his 
** will In fewer words he might have faid, he 
will attack his God and his religion with all the 
hypocrify worthy a conlpiring Sophifter. 

Voltaire, thinking he had reafon to complain of 
the monftrous prelate, is anfwered by D’Alem- 
bert, who was a eonnoifleur in brethren, “ For 

“ God’s fake don’t judge ralhly ; I would lay 

* c a hundred to one that things have been mifre- 

* From D’Alembert, 30 June, 1770, Yol. 69, Let. 3*, 
P. 6a — and 21 Dec. 1770, Yol. 69, Let, 53, P. 93. 

" prdented. 
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* c Jjrefented, and that his mifconduft has been 
“ greatly exaggerated. I know too wdl his way 
'* of thinking, not to be afiured, that he only did 
on that occafion what he was indifpenfably ob- 
<c liged to do 

Voltaire complained at that time of an order 
publilhed by Briennes againft the adept Audra, 
who at Touloufe openly read le&ures on impiety* 
under pretence of reading on hiftory. On the 
enquiries made in favour of the adept by D’Alem- 
bert, he writes that Briennes «* had withftood, 
“ during a whole year, the joint clamours of the 
parliament, the bifhops, and the affembly of the 
** clergy j” and that it was abfolutely neceffary to 
compel bin to aff, to prevent the youth of his dio- 
cefe from receiving fuch le&ures. His apologift 
continues, ,c Don’t fuffer yourfelf to be prejudi- 
** ccd againft Briennes ; and be allured, once for 
“ all, that Reafon (that is, our Reafon) will never 
“ have to complain of him f.” 

Such was the hypocrite, the mitred Sophifter 
whom intrigue had placed in the commiflion to 
deliberate on the reform of the religious orders. 
Seeking diforder and deftruftion, fupported by 
the miniftry, without attending to the other 
biihops of the commillion, he folely dictated in 
this reform. 

• From D’Alembert, 4 Dec. 1770, Vol. 69, Let. 48, P. 85. 
f From D’Alembert, 21 Dec. 1770, Vol. 69, Let. P. 92. 
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To the edi£t on the age for profeflions he added 
another, fupprefling all convents in towns that 
confided of lefs than twenty religious, and elfe- 
where when their number was under ten, on the 
Ipecious pretence, that the conventual rules were 
better oblerved where the number was greater.— 
The bifhops, and the cardinal de Luynes in par- 
ticular, reprefented the great fervices rendered in 
country places by thefe fmall convents, and how 
much they helped the curates ; but all to no pur- 
pole j and Briennes had contrived to fupprefe. 
fifteen hundred convents even before the revolu- 
tion. He would foon have advanced more rapid- 
ly ; for by promoting and encouraging the com- 
plaints of the young religious againft the elder, of 
the inferiors againft the fuperiors, by cramping 
and thwarting their elections, he fpread diffentions 
throughout the cloifters. On the other fide, the 
ridicule and calumnies contrived by the Sophifters 
were fo powerful that few young men dared take 
the habit, while fome of the ancients were ajbamed 
of rearing a gown covered with infamy *. Others 
at length, wearied out by thefe Ihuffling tricks, 
themfelves petitioned to be fupprefled.' 

Philofophifm, with its principles of Equality 
and Liberty, was even gaining ground in their 
houfes with all its concomitant evils. The good 

• To Frederic, 5 April, 1767, Vol. 65, Let. 159, P. 375. 
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. religious Ihed tears of blood over thole perfec- 
tions of Briennes, .who would alone have carried 
into effedt thole dreadful fchemes planned by Vol- 
taire and Frederic. Their decline was daily more 
' evident ; and it was a wonder that any fervor yet 
remained, though a greater prodigy ftill,. to fee 
the fervor of many of thole who had petitioned 
for their fecularization revive in the firfl: days of 
the revolution. I know for certain, that not one- 
third of thofe who had petitioned dared take the . 
oath, for apoftacy ftared them in the face. The 
tortuous intrigues of a Briennes had lhaken 
them } but the diredt attacks of the National Af- 
femhly opened their eyes, and in their fuppref- 
fion, they beheld with aftonilhment, the grand at- 
tack which had been levelled againll: Chriftianity. 

Voltaire and Frederic did not live to fee their 
plans accomplilhed j Briennes did > but while 
claiming the honour, he only reaped the ignominy 
of them. Shame and remorle devoured him. — * 

With what pleafure we can fpeak of the piety of His at- 
thofe chafte virgins confecrated to the fervice of 
their God ! With them his intrigues had been the nun» 
ufelels. They, more immediately under the direc- ruit ^ e ”" 
tion of their bilhops, had not been expofed to the 
anarchy and diffentions of a Briennes j their feclu- 
fion from the world, their profelfions at an earlier 
age (eighteen), their education within the walls 
©f the convent, all thele were barriers againll: his 
1 3 intrigues. 
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intrigues. But with what admiration do we be- 
hold thofe who, from the pure motives of reli- 
gion, fpent t^eir lives in the fervice of the Bek j 
whofe charity, whole chafte modefty, though in 
the midfi: of the world, could make man believe 
them to be angels in human forms ! Thefe were 
far above the reach of calumny, or of a Briennes; 
a pretence could not even be deviled. 

With a view to diminilh the number of real 
nuns, he thought that if he augmented thole aly- 
lums for canonefles who have a much greater 
communication with the world, and are therefore 
more eafily perverted, novices would not be lb 
numerous. But, by an inconceivable overfight 
(unlefs he had fome very deep and hidden feheme) 
thefe canoneffes were in future to prove a certain 
number of degrees of nobility to enter thefe afy- 
lums, which before had been open to all ranks in 
the ftate. One might have thought, that he meant 
to render the real nuns odious to the nobility, and 
the latter to all other clafies, by applying founda- 
tions to particular ranks which had ever been com- 
mon to all. 

Thefe were reflections to which Briennes little 
attended. He was laying his fnares, while D’Alem- 
bert fmiled at the idea that ere long both nuns and 
canonefles would add to the common mafs of ruin j 
but thefe facred virgins baffled all their cunning. 
Nothing lels than the whole delpotic power of the 

Coqftjtuent 
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Conftituent Aflembly could prevail againft them. Thefe 
They were to be clawed with the martyrs of that fj^ated 
bloody September; their fervor was impaflible.-r- bytheNa- 
Edi&s worthy of Nero exulting in the flames of^y^* 
burning Rome are neccfiary to drive them from 
the altar ; cannons, and the fatellites of that Con- 
ftituent Aflembly, march againft them to enforce 
thole edicts j and thirty tbou/and women are. drivert 
from their convents, in contradiction to a decree 
of that fame aflembly promifing to let them die 
peaceably in their afylums. Thus was the de- 
ftru&ion of religious orders completed in Fraijce. 

It was forty years ftnce this plan had been dic- 
tated by the Sophifters to the-minifters of hjs mod 
Chriftian Majefty. But when accomplished, mi- 
nifters arc no more ! . . . The facred perfon of the 
king a prifoner in the towers of the Temple ! . . . 

The objeft of the abolition of religious orders was 
fulfilled; and religion was favagely perfecuted in 
the perfon of its minifters ! But during the long 
period that preceded the triumph of the Sophifters 
they had reforted to many other means with which 
I have yet to acquaint my reader. 
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CHAP, VII, 

fccuftb Means of the Confpirators—V Zaire's; 

Colony, 

Whilst the Confpirators were fo much oc-> 
cupied with the deftrudion of the Jefuits, and oi. 
all other religious orders, Voltaire was forming a 
plan which was to give to impiety itfelf both 
apoftles and propagandas. This idea feems firft 
to have ftruck him about the year 1760-61. — 1 
Objeftof Atm V rvm ‘ nat ‘ n S t ^ ie deftrudion of Chriftianity, 
this colo- he writes to D’Alembert, “ Could not five or fix 
W* men of parts, who rightly uoderftood each 

** other, fucceed, after the example of twelve 
t‘ fcoundrels who have already fucceeded The 
objed of this underftanding has already been ex-* 
plained in a letter before quoted. " Let the real 
** Philofophers unite in a brotherhood like the 
“ Freemafons j let them aflemble and fupport 
(t each other j let them be faithful to the affo- 
’ « ciation. This fecret academy will be far fupe-t 
rior to that of Athens and to all thofe of Paris, 
w But every one thinks only of himfelfj an4 

* TyP’Alepbert, ?4juiy, 1769, Yol, £8, J.et. 70, P. ia 7. 
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*f forgets that his moft facred duty is to annihilate 
(< the wretch 

The Confpirators had never loft fight of this 
moll facred duty; but they met with various 
obftacles $ religion was ftill zealoufly defended in 
France, and Paris was not yet a proper afylum 
for fuch an alfociation. It appears alfb that Vol- 
taire was obliged for lbme time to lay this plan 
afide j but taking it up again a few years after- 
wards, he applied to Frederic, as we are told by it is fe- 
the editor of their correlpondence, for leave “ to 
“ eftablilh at Cleves a little colony of French deric. 

“ Philofophers, who might there freely and bold- 
“ ly Ipeak' the truth, without fearing minijlers , 

" prieftsy or parliaments Frederic anfwered with 
all the defired ieal, “ I fee you wilh to eftablilh 
“ the little colony you had mentioned to me,— 

“ I think the Ihorteft way would be, for thole 
“ men, or your alfociates, to fend to Cleves, 

“ to fee what would be moft convenient for 
“ .them, and what I can difpofe of in their 
“ favor f.” 

It is to be lamented, that many letters refpe<3> 
ing this colony have been fupprefled in their cor- 
refpondence; but Frederic’s anfwers are fufficient 
to convince us of the obftinacy of Voltaire in the 

* To D’Alembert, 20 April 1761, Vol. 68, Let. 85, P. 163. 
y from Frederic, *4 Oft. 1765, Vol. 65, Let. 142, P. 330. 

under* 
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undertaking, who, returning again to the charge, 
is anfwered, ** You fpeak of a colony of Philofo- 
“ phers who wi(h to eftablifh themfelves at 
" Cleves. I have no objection to it. I can give 
** them every thing, only excepting wood, the 
“ forefts having been almoft deflxoyed by your 
“ countrymen. But on this condition alone, that 
" they will refpeft thoje who ought to be refpeSed, 

“ and that they will keep within the proper bounds 
** of decency in their writings V' 

The meaning of this letter will be better under- 
ftood when we come to treat of the Antimonarchi- 
cal Conlpiracy. Decency in their writings, one 
fhould think, would be of the firft neceflity even for 
their own views; as otherwife this new colony muffc 
have ipread a general alarm, and governments 
would have been obliged to reprefs their barefaced 
impudence. 

While on one fide Voltaire was imploring the 
fuccour and protection of the King of Pruflia for 
thele apoftles of impiety, on the other he was feek- 
ing Sopjiifters worthy of the apoftlelhip. He 
writes to Damilaville, that he is ready to make a 
facrifice of all the fweets of Femey, and go and 
place himfelf at their head. “ Your friend,” fays 
he, “ perfifts in his idea. It is true, as you have 
“ obferved, he muft tear himfelf from many ob- 
* c jeCts that are at prefent his delight, and will 
• From Frederic, 7 Aag. 1 766, Vol.65, Let. 14 6 , P. 340. 

6 « then 
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** then be of his regret. But is it not better to 
“ quit them through Philofophy than by death ? 

" What furprifes him moft is, that many people 
“ have not taken this refolution together. Why 
“ fhould not a certain philofophic barbn labor at 
the eftablifhment of this colony? Why fhould 
“ not many others improve fo fair an opportuni- 
** ty ?” In the continuation of this letter we find 
that Frederic was not the only prince who counte- 
nanced the plan: “ Two fovereign princes, who 
** think entirely as you do, have lately vifited your 
“ friend. One of them offered a town, provided 
“ that which relates to the grand work fhould not 
« fuit 

It was precifely at the time when this letter was 
written, that the .Landgrave of Heffe Caffel went 
to pay homage to the idol of Ferney. The date 
of his journey, and the fimilarity of his fentiments, 
pan leave little doubt that he was the prince who 
offered a town to the colony fhould Cleves prove 
inconvenient -J-. 

Meanwhile the apoftles of this mock Meffiah, 
gealous as they were for the grand work, were not 
equally ready to facrifice their eafe. D’Alembert, Not ap- 
jdoliged by the Sophifters at Paris, faw that he P™ 
could be but a fecondary divinity in the prefence fpirators, 
of Voltaire. That Damilaville, who was cele- 

* T* Damilaville, 6 Aug. 1766, Vol. 59, Let. 234, P. 415. 
f To the Landgrave, 9 Sept. 1766, Vol. 66, Let. 64, P.409. 

brated 
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brated by the impious patriarch as perfonally 
hating God, was neceflary for' carrying on the fe- 
crct correfpondence in Paris. Diderot, the cer- 
tain philofophic baron, and the remaining multi- . 
tude of adepts, relu&antly call their eyes on a 
German town where they could not with equal 
eafe facrifice in luxury and debauchery to their 
Pagan divinities. Such remifincfs difconcerted 
Voltaire. He endeavoured to fiimulate their ar- 
dor by afking, <c If fix or feven hundred thoufand 
“ Huguenots left their country for the fooleries of 
“ Jgan Cbauvitty fhall not twelve fages be found 
ct who will make fome little facrifice to Reafon, 

<f which is trampled on * ?” 

When he wifhes to perfuade them that ( their 
confent is all that is neceflary to accomplilh the 
grand objeft, he writes again, " All that I can 
“ tell you now by a fure hand is, that every thing 
“ is ready for the eftablilhment of the manufac- 
** ture. More than one Prince envies the honor 
" of it j and from the borders of the Rhine unto 
“ the Oby, Tomplat (that is Plato Diderot) will - 
“ be honored, encouraged, and live in fecurity.’ f 
He would then repeat the grand object of the con- 
fpiracy, in hopes of perfuading the confpirators. 
He would try to inflame their hearts with that 
hatred for Chrift which was confirming his own.-— 

* To Dapiilaville, 18 Aug- 1766, Vol. 59, Let. 239, P. 423, 

He 
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He would repeatedly cry out, Crujh , crujb the 
wretch! oh, crujh the wretch— ‘then crujb the 
wretch *. 

His prayers, his repeated folicitations, could It fail*, 
not avail againft the attraftions of Paris. That 
► fame reafon which made Voltaire willing to facri- 
fice all the plealing feenes of Ferney, to bury him- 
felf in the heart of Germany, there to confecrate 
his days and writings to the extin&ion of Chriftia- 
nity j that reafon, I fay, taught the younger adepts 
that the fweets of Paris were not to be negle&ed. 

They were not the Apoftles of the Golpel preach- 
ing temperance and mortification both by word 
and example ; and in the end Voltaire was obliged 
to give up all hopes of expatriating his fophifti- 
cal apoftles. He indignantly exprefles his vexa- 
tion to Frederica few years afterwards: “ I own 
** to you, that I was fo much vexed and lb much 
" alhamed of the little fuccefs I had in the tranf- 
** migration to Cleves, that I have never fincc 
** dared to difclofe any of my ideas to your Ma- 
** jefty. When I reflect that; a fool and an ideot 
** like St. Ignatius lhould have found twelve fol- 
** lowers, and that I could not find three Philofo- 
“ phers who would follow me, I am almoft tempt- 
** ed to think that Reafon is ufclefs f. I lhall 

* To Damilaville, 25 Aug. 1766, Vol. 59, Let. 243, P.433, 
f To Frederic, Nor. 1769, Vol. 65, Let. 162, P. 383. 


never 
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*' never be reconciled to the non-execution of thi* 
“ plan j it was there that I ihould have ended my 
“ old age*.” 

Violent however as Voltaire was in his re- 
proaches againft the other Confpirators, the fe- 
quel of theft: Memoirs will (how that he was im- 
juftly ft>. D’Alembert in particular had far differ- 
ent plans to profecute. He grafped at the empire 
of the academic honors; and, without expofing his 
didatorlhip, or expatriating the adepts, by diftri- 
buting thofe honors folely to the Sophifters he 
abundantly replaced Voltaire’s fo-much-regretted 
plan. This objeft, and the method by which it 
was promoted, fhall be the fubjed of the enfuiqg 
Chapter. 

* To Frederic, 12 Oft. 1770, Vol. 65, Let. 179, P. 426. 
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CHAP. VIII. 

Fifth Means of the Confptrators. — The Academic 
Honors. 

The prote&ion which fovereigns had given to R ea j 0 b. 
men of letters had brought them into that repute 
which they fo well deferved, until, abufing their mies. 
talents, they turned them againft religion and go- 
vernments. In the French Academy glory feemed 
to be enthroned ; and a feat within its walls was 
the grand purfuit of the orator and the poet j in 
lhort, of all writers, whether eminent in the his- 
toric or any other branch of literature. Corneille, 
Boffuet, Racine, Maffillon, La Bruyere, La Fon- 
taine, and all thofe authors who had adorned the 
reign of Louis XIV. were proud of their admif- 
fion within this fanftuary of learning. Morals 
and the laws leemed to guard its entrance, left it 
ihould be praphaned by the impious. Any public 
iign of infidelity was a bar againft admiffion even 
(biring the reign of Louis XV. Nor was the fa- 
mous Montefquieu himfelf admitted, until he had 
given proper latisfattion as to certain articles con- 
tained in his Perfian Letters. Voltaire pretends 
that he deceived the Cardinal de Fleury by lend- 
ing 
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ing him a new edition of his work, in which all 
the objettionable parts had been omitted. . Such 
a mean trick was beneath Montefquieu j repent- 
ance was his only plea, and in his latter days little 
doubt can be left of his having repented fincerely* 
On his admiflion, however, impiety was openly 
renounced, and religion publicly -avowed. 

Boindin, whole infidelity was notorious, had 
been rejetted, though a member of feveral other 
academies. Voltaire, for a long time unable to 
gain admiflion, at length fucceeded merely through 
the influence of high protettors, and by the prac* 
tice of that hypocrify which we fhall fee him 
recommending to his difeiples. D’Alembert, with 
great prudence, concealed his propenfity to infi- 
delity until he had gained his feat ; and though 
the road to thefe literary honours had been much' 
widened by the adepts who furrounded the court, 
Plan laid he neverthelefs thought .that it would not be im- 
knd>ert* P°®^ e > by dint of intrigue, to turn the fcale j 
that if impiety had formerly been a ground of 
exclufion, it might in future be a title to admif- 
fion, and that none Ihould be feated near him but 
thofe whofe writings had rendered them worthy 
abettors of the Confpiracy and fupporters of its 
fophifticated arts. His forte was petty intrigue, 
and lb fuccefsfully did he prattife it, that in latter 
times the titles of Academician and Sophifter 
were nearly fynonimous. It is true, that he fome- 

times 
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times he met with obftacles i but the plan, formed 
between him and Voltaire for the ad million of 
Diderot will be fufficient to evince what great ad- 
vantages they expected would' accrue to their con- 
fpiracy by this new means of promoting irreligion. 
D’Alembert firft propoles it. Voltaire receives Intrigue* 
the propofal with all the attention due to its im- admiffion 
portance, and anfwers, “ You wilh Diderot to be of Dide * 
** of the academy } it mult then be brought 
* c about. v The king was to approve of the 
nomination, and D’Alembert feared minifterial 
oppoiition. It is to this fear that we owe the’ 
account Voltaire has given of Choifeul. He 
therein mentions his partiality to the Sophifters, 
and declares that fo far from obftru&ing their 
plots, he would forward them with all his power.. 

** In a word,” he continues, “ Diderot mud be o£ 

** the academy j it will be the mod noble revenge 
** that can be taken for the play againft the Phi-. 

“ lofophers. The Academy is incenled at 1c 
t€: Franc-de-Pompignan ; and it would willingly 
** give him a mod fwingeing flap. — I will make a. 

“ bonfire on Diderot’s admiffion. Ah, what a 
fr happinels it would be, if Helvetius and Diderot 
“ could be received together * ! 

D’Alembert would have been equally happy in 
fhfeh a triumph ; but he was on the fpot and faw 


• To D’Alembert, 9 July, 1760, Vol. 68, Let, 68, P. 121. 
Vol.I. K the 
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the oppofition made by the Dauphin, the Queen, 
and the Clergy. He anfwers, *< I Ihould be more 
tc defirous than yourfelf to lee Diderot of the 
“ Academy. I am perfeSfly Jenfible bow much the 
“ common caufe would be benefited by it j but the 
“ impoffibility of doing it is beyond what you 
“ can conceive*.” 

Voltaire, knowing that Choifeul and La Pom- 
padour had often prevailed againft the Dauphin, 
ordered D’Alembert not to defpond. He takes 
the dire&ion of the intrigue on himfelf, and places 
his chief hopes on the Courtefan. ** Still further, 

“ (fays he), Ihe may look upon it as an honour, 

** and make a merit of fiipporting Diderot.' Let 
“ her undeceive the king, and delight in quafhing 
“ a cabal which Ihe deipifes f.” What D’Alem- 
bert could not perlonally undertake, Voltairere- 
commends to the courtiers, and particularly to Ac 
Count D’Atgental : “ My divine angel ! (wouldC 
4< he write) dp but get Diderot to be of the Aea— 
*' demy ; it will be the boldeft ftroke imaginable 
** in the game that reafon is playing againft fana — 
ft ticifm and folly (that is, religion and piety ) ,, aM . 
n Impofe for penance on Ae Duke de Choifeuf,— 
** to introduce Diderot into the Academy j:.” 

• Prom D'Alembert, 18 July, >760, Vol. 68, Let. 69, P. lay. 
t To D'Alembert, 24 July, 1760, Vol. 68, Let. 70, P. rs6. 

I To the Count D’Argestal, 1 1 July, >760, Vol. 56, Let. 153, 

?. 3 »$. 


The 
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The fecretaiy of the academy, Duclos, is alfo 
called in as an auxiliary by Voltaire, who gives 
him inftruftions to infure the fuccefs of the reci- 
piendary adept. ** Could hot you reprefent, or 
" caufe to be repfefented, how very effential fuch 
€x a man is to you for the completion of fome 
<f neceffary work ? Could not you, after having 
“ Jlyly flayed off that battery , affemble /even or 
“ eight of the EleEt ', and form a deputation to the 
* r King, to afk for Diderot as the moft capable of 
" forwarding your enterprize ? Would not the 
** Duke of Nivernois help you in that project, 
** would not he be the fpeaker on the occafion ? 
** The bigots will fay, that Diderot has written 
a metaphyfical work which they do not under- 
** ftand : Let him fay that he did not write it, and 
** that he is a good Catholic — it is fo eafy to be a. 
"Catholic*.” 

It may be an object of furprife to the reader 
and to the hiftorian, to fee Voltaire (training every 
nerve, calling on dukes and courtiers, not blufh- 
ing at the vileft hypocrify, advifing bafe diffimu- 
ktion, and that merely to gain the admidion of 
one of his fellow Conipirators into the Academy ; 
but this fuprife will ceale when they fee D’Alem- 
bert’s own words : lam perfectly Jenftble how much 
the common caufe would be benefited by it} or, in 

^ To Dodos, 1 1 Aug. 1760, Vol. 5 6, Let, 171, P. 349. 

.v. 
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other words, the war we are waging againft Chris- 
tianity. Thefe words will explain all his anxiety.- 
And to get admitted within the fanduary of letters 
the mao the moll notorious for infidelity, would 
it not be confirming the error which government 
had committed, in letting itfelf be led away by 
the hypocritical demonftrations of a Voltaire or a 
D’Alembert ? Would it not have been crowning 
the moft Scandalous impiety with the laurels of 
literature, and declaring that Atheifm, lo far front 
being a ftain, would be a new title to its honors ? 
The moft prejudiced muft own it would have- 
been an open contempt for religion ; and Choiieul 
and La Pompadour were confcious that it was not 
yet time to allow the Confpirators fuch a triumph. 
D’Alembert even fhrunk back when he beheld 
the clamours it would excite, and for the pj-efcnt 
defifted. But the critical moment was now come, 
when the minifters fecretly abetted what they pub- 
licly profeffed a defire to crufh. D’Alembert per- 
lifted in his hopes, that with fome contrivance he 
might loon be able to exclude , from literary; ho- 
nors all writers who had not offered fome facrifice 
at leaft to the Antichriftian . Sophiftry ; and he at 
length lucceeded. 

Succefs of Having ihown how highly D’Alembert had 
fphator* conce * vc d of the importance that the French Aca- 
and lift of demy, converted into a club of irreligious Sophifi- 
dpa?Aca- ters > wou ^ be °f to the Confpiracy j let us examine 
demician* 6 the 
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the merits of lome of thole who were admitted 
among its members. And, firft, we find Mar- 
montel, perfectly coinciding in opinion with Vol- 
taire, D’Alembert, and Diderot, Then, in liic- 
celfion, La Harpe the favorite adept of Voltaire ; 
Champfort, the adept, and hebdomadary co-adju- 
tor of Marmontel and La Harpe j one Le Mierre, 
diftingujflied by Voltaire as a ftauncb enemy to the 
wretch , or Chrift * ; an Abbe Millot, whole 
'foie merit with D’Alembert was his total oblivion 
of his priefthood.f, and with the public his having 
transformed the hiftory of France into an antipapal 
one; a Briennes, long fince known by D’Alembert 
as an enemy to the church, though living in its bo- 
fom j a Suar, a Gaillar, and laftly a Condorcet, 
'whole reception enthroned the fiend of Atheifm 
within the walls of die academy. 

• It does not appear why M. de Turgot did ndt 
fucceed in his ele&ioq, though aided by all the 
intrigues of D’Alembert and Voltaire^* The 
'•reader who calls an eye on their correspondence 
will be furprifed to fee of what concern it was 
•to them to fill this philolophical Sanhedrim with 
■their favorite adepts. There are above thirty 
letters on the admilfion of them, and on the ex- 

* ToDunilaville, 15 June, 1761, Vol. 57, Let. 70, P. 143. 

•f From D’Alembert, 27 Dec. 1777, VoL 69, Let. >90,P. 3 14. 
| To D’Alembert, 8 Feb. 1776, Vol. 69, Let. 151, P. *56. 

K j clufion 
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jelufion of thofc pcrfons who were friendly to reli- 
gion. Their- intrigues, whether through protection 
or any other means, were at length fo fuccefsful, 
that in a few years, the name of Academician and 
Atheift or Deift were fynonimous. If there were yet 
to be found among them fome few men, efpecially 
bifliops, of a different ftamp from Briennes, it 
was a remains of deference ffiown them, which 
fome might ha Ye miftaken for an honour; but 
they fhould have looked upon it as an infult, to 
be feated next to a D’Alembert, a Marmontel, or 
a Condorcet. 

There was however among the forty a layman 
much to be refpcdted for his piety. This was Mr. 
Beauzee. I one day afked him, how it had been 
poflible, that a man of his morality could ever 
have been affociated with men fo notorioufly un- 
believers? “ The very fame queftion (he an- 
“ fwered) have. I put to D’Alembert. At one 
“ of the fittings, feeing that I was nearly the only 
<f perfon who believed in God, I afked him, how 

he could ever have thought of me for a mem- 
“ ber, when he knew that my fentiments and 
** opinions differed fo widely from thofe of his 
“ brethren ? D’Alembert (added Mr. Beauzle) 

“ without hefitation anfwered, I do not wonder at 
** your queftion ; but we were in want of a fkil- 
*« fid grammarian, and among our party not one 
** had made himfelf a reputation in that line. We ' 

“ knew 
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“ knew that you believed in God; but we caft 
“ our eyes on you, being a good fort of man, 
“ for want of a Philofopher to fupply your 
<l place.” 

Thus was the fceptre wrcfted from the hands of 
fcience and virtue, by the hand of impiety. Vol- 
taire had wifhed to place his confpirators under 
the protection of the Royal Sophifter ; D’Alem- 
bert (topped their flight, and made them triumph 
in the very Rates of that monarch who gloried in 
the title of Moft Chriftian. His plot, better laid, 
conferred the laurels of literature folely on the 
impious writer, while he who dared defend reli- 
gion was to be covered with reproach and infamy. 
The French academy, thus converted into a dub 
of infidels, was a far better fupport to the Sophifter? 
coofpirjng againft Chriftianity, than any colony 
which Voltaire could have conceived. The acade- 
my infe&ed the men of letters, and thefe pervert- 
ed the public opinion by that torrent of impious 
productions which deluged all Europe. Thefe 
wefc to be inftrumental in bringing over the 
people to yniverfal apoftacy, and will be conli- 
dered byusas the fixth means for the Andchriftian 
revolution. 
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CHAP. IX. 

Sixth Mums «f the CanJpsr*Sors*— Bamdmitm 
Axticbriftim Writixgs. 

THAT for thefc forty years paft, and parti* 
chiefs in cularly for the laft twenty of Voltaire’s life, aH 
their wi- ^ ( jeen ovenrun with moft i mp ious wri* 

tings, under the forms either of pamphlets, fyf* 
terns, romances, or feigned hiftories, is one of 
thole felf-evident truths which needs no ptobf 
Though I fhall in this place deliver -only a pvt 
of what I have to fay on the fubjed, I will ihoW 
how the chiefs of the conipiracy a&ed in concert, 
in the produ&ion, the multiplication and diftribu* 
don of them, in order to difleminate their poifons 
throughout Europe. 

The method to be obferved in their own works 
was particularly concerted between Voltaire, 
D’Alembert, and Frederic. We fee them, in 
their letters, imparting to each other the different 
works which they are writing againft Chriftianity, 
their hopes of fucceis, and their methods of infur- 
ing it. We lee them fmile at the inares which they 
have laid againft religion j and that particularly in 
thofe works and fyfteng? which they affe&ed moft 

to 
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to confider as indifferent to, or as rather promoting 
than attacking religjpn. In that ftile D'Alembert 
was inimitable. The following example will con- 
vince the hiftorian, or the reader, of theconfum- 
jnate art of this - Crafty Sophifter. 

It is well known with what immenfe pains the D’AIem- 
Philolophers of our day have been forming their 
pretended phyfical fyftems on the formation of reprd to 
the globe, their numerous theories and genealo-'^"?* 

, gies of the earth. We have feen them diving 
into mines, Iplitting mountains, or digging up their 
lurface in fcarch of (hells, to trace old ocean’s tra- 
vels, and found their epochs. Thefe numerous 
refearches (according to them) had no other end 
but the advancement of fciencc and of natural 
Philofophy. Their new epochs were not to affeft 
religion; and we have reafon to believe, that 
many of our naturalifts had no other objeft in view, 
as many of them, men of real learning, of candour 
in refearch, and capable of obfervation, have 
rather furnilhed arms againft, than forwarded thofe 
vain lyfteros by their ftudies, labours, and peregri- 
nations: not fuch was the cafe with D’Alembert 
and his adepts. They foon perceived that thefe 
Jiew epochs and fyftems drew the atttention of di- 
vines, who had to maintain the authenticity of, 
and die truth of the fafts contained in the books 
of Mofes, the rudiments of Revelation. To 
baffle the Sofbonne and all the defenders of holy 

writ, 
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writ, D’Alembert writes a work under the tide of 
The Abufe of GriHcifm, a palpable defence of all 
thofe fyftems. The main drift of the work was, 
while fhowing a great refpedt for religion, to prove 
that neither revelation, nor die credibility of Mo* 
fa, could be in the leaft affe&ed by thefe theories 

’ or epochs, and that the alarms of the divines were 
ungrounded. Many pages were occupied in pro* 
ving that thefe fyftems could only ferve to rajfe 
our ideas to the grand and fublime. I'hat, fo far 
from counter acting the power of God, or bis divine 
wifdom , they only di/played it more clearly j that, 
confidering the object of their refearches, it left be* 
tame the divine, than the natural Pbilofopher to judge 
of them. Divines are reprefented as narrow-mind* 
ed, pufllanimous, and enemies to reafon, and terrified 
at an objeft which did not in the leaft concern 
them. He is very pointed in his writings againft 
thofe feigned panics ; and among other things, fays, 
“ They have fought to connect Chriftianity with 
u fyftems purely philofophical. In vain did reli- 
<f gion, fb fimple and predife in its tenets, con* 
< ( ftanily throw off* the alloy that disfigured it* 
<* it is from that alloy that the notion has arifen of 
“ its being attacked in works where in fiafit no* 
“ thing was farther from the minds of the wrir 
%l ters Thefe areprecifcly the works in which 

• The Abufe of Criticifm, No*. 4, 15, 1 6, 17. 

a much 
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a much longer fpace of time is required for the form* 
ation of the univerfe, than the hiftory of the Cre- 
adon, as delineated by Moles, leaves us at liberty 
to fuppofe. 

Who would not have thought D’Alembert con- 
vinced, that all thole phylical fyftems, thole theo- 
ries, and that longer J 'pace of time, lo far from over- 
turning Chriftianity, would only lerve to raife the 
grandeur and fublimity of our ideas of the God of 
Mofes and of the Chriftians ? But that fame D’A- 
lembert, while feeking this longer /pace of time , an- 
ticipated his applaufe to the lie which his travel- 
ling adepts were about to give to Mofes and to 
revelation. Thole adepts, rambling in the moun- 
tains of the Alps or the Appenines, are the men 
whom he points out to Voltaire as precious to 
Pbilofopby. It is he who, after having been lo 
tender for the honour of Mofes and revelation, 
writes to Voltaire, ** This letter, my dear compa- 
* ( nion, will be delivered to you by Defmarets, a 
*' man of merit and of found Philofophy, who 
** wiihes to pay his relpe&s to you on his journey 
** to Italy, where he purpofes making fucb ob- 
*■* fervations on natural hiftory , as may very well 
** give the lie to Mofes. He will not lay a 
*■* word of this to the mafter of the lacred 
** palace j but if, perchance, he fhould difcover 
” that the world is more ancient than even the Jep- 
5 " tuagint 
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** tuagint pretend \ be will not keep it a Jecret from 
€< you*.” 

Hc di* ^ It would have been difficult to ufe more art 
' though it were to point the hand of an afiaffin; 
D’Alembert would Ibmetimes direct Voltaire, 
when fhafts were to be fent from Ferney which 
-could not yet be (hot from Paris. On thele be* 
cafions the theme was already made, and only 
needed the laft glols of Voltaire’s pen. 

When, in 1763, the Sorbonne publiihed that 
famous thefis which foretold what the French re- 
volution has fince taught the fovereigns of Europe 
-on the evil tendency of this modem Philofophifin 
•to their very thrones, D’Alembert, in hafte, in* 
-forms Voltaire of the peceffity for counteracting 
an. impreffion fo detrimental to the confpiracy. 
He fhews Voltaire how to impofe on the kihgs j 
■themfelves, and how to involve the church in all 
-their doubts and fufpicions. Jn tracing this maf- 
ter-piece of art and cunning, he reminds him df 
the contefts long 'fince extinft between the psieft- 
hood and the empire, and inftru&s him in the afe: 
■of throwing odium and fulpicion on the der — * 
gyf. Many other plans are propofed to thc^ 

• From D'Alembert, 30 June, 1764, Vol. 68, Let. 137, 
P. 302. 

+ From D’Alembert, 18 Jan. 1773, Vol.69, Let.gojP.ijo, 
and 9 Feb. Let. 96, P. i6». 

patriarch 
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patriarch according to circumftances *. Thole 
were (in his ftyle) the cbejnuts that Bertrand 
(D’Alembert) pointed out under the ajbes, and which 
Raton (Voltaire) was to help him draw out of the 
fire with bis delicate paw. 

Voltaire did not fail, on his part, to inform Voltaire 
D’Alembert and the other adepts of what he him- 
felf wrote, or of the fteps he took with miniftry. concert. 
Thus, as a prelude to the plundering decrees of 
the. revolution, he gave Count D’Argental notice 
of the memorial he had fent to the Duke de 
Pxaflin, to prevail on that minifter to deprive the 
cleigy of a part of its maintenance by abolilhing 
tythfsf. 

Thefc fecret memorials, the anecdotes, whether 
true or flandcrous, againft the religious writers. 

Were all concerted among the confpirators and 
their chiefs ;£. Even the (miles, the witticifms, 
the inlipid epigrams of the adepts, were under the 
diie&ion of Voltaire, and ufed by him as forward- 
ing the confpiracy. He, better than any man, 
knew the powers of ridicule, and would often re- 
commend its ufo to the adepts in their writings and 


•From D'Alembert, 26 Feb. 1774, Vol. 69, Let. 125-, 
*.210. and 22 March, Let. 128, P.216. 

t To the Count D’Argental, 20 June, 1764, Vol. 58, 
-et. 130, P. 243. 

t To D’Alembert, 16 Jan. 1757, Vol. 68, Let. 18, P. 31, 
and 23 Jan. Let. 20, P. 35. 


V 


their 
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their conversion. “ Do your beft (he writes W 
** D’Alembert) to preferve your cheerfulneSs j 
" always endeavour to crujb the wretch. I only 
M aik five or fix wittifeifms a day ; they would 
** Suffice. It would not get the better of them* 
“ Laugh* Democritus j make me laugh* and the 
“ Sages fhall carry the day 
Voltaire was not always of the fame opinion 
with regard to this attack on Christianity.- This 
method was not fufficiently elevated for a Philofo- 
pher ! and he fodn after adds* in his quality of 
chief, “ To the flood of jefts and farcafms * there 
“ Should fucceed,y«w£ Jerious work, which however 
“ Jhould be worth reading, for the justification of the 
“ Philosophers* and the conSiifion of the wretch 
This work* notwithstanding the exhortations of die 
chief* and his union with the adepts* never was 
executed. But, on the other fide, the prels teemed' 
with deiltical and atheistical works fraught with, 
calumny and impiety. Monthly Or weekly Some 
new production of the moft daring impiety was 
printed in Holland. Such were the Pbilofopbie 
Soldier * The Doubts, Prieftcraft, Blackguardifm an- 
veiled^, which are among the molt profligate that 


• To D’Alembert, 30 Jan. 1764, Vol. 68, Let. 128, P. *79. 
■f To D’Alembert, 23 June, 1760, Vol. 68, Let. 67, P. 119. 
J Le Militaire Philofophe, Les Doutes, 1 ’hnpofture Sacer- 
dotalc, Le Poliffonifme devoile. 
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the Se& has produced. One might hare thought 
(fiich was his zeal in promoting the fale-of them) 
that Voltaire alone had monopolized this traffic of 
impiety. He received notice of the publications, ud u-gtit 
which he communicated to his brethren at Paris, 

He recommended their procuring and circulating thefe 
them ; upbraided them with their little ardor in wor ^** 
fpreading them abroad, while he himfelf difperfed 
them all around him*. To ftimulate them, he 
would write, that it was out of thefe works that 
all the German youth learned to read ; that they 
were the univerfal catechijms from Baden to Mof- 

(9W\, 

When he thought that Holland could not fuffi- 
ciendy infed France with thefe profligate writings, 
he would fele& thofe which D’Alembert was to 
get privately printed at Paris, and then diftribute 
them by thoufands. Such was the pretended 
Survey of Religion , by Dumarfais. “ They have 
“ lent me (thefe are Voltaire’s own words) a 
** work of Dumarfais , ascribed to St. Evremond. 

** It is an excellent work (that is to fay, precifely 
** one of die moft impious). 1 exhort you, my 
** dear brother, to prevail on fome one of our faith? 

* See hit letters to Count D’Argental, to Mad. dn Defiant, 
ui. particularly to D'Alembert, 13 Jan. 1769, Vol. 69, 
l^eba, Pj 5. 

f To Ct. D’Argental, 26 Sept. 1766, V«L 59, Let* 270, 

P.4S6. 
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* l fut And beloved to reprint this little work, which 
*« may do a great deal of good *.” We find the 
like exhortations, or rather more pre fling, with 
regard to the Laji Will of Jean Mtflier, of that 
famous Curate of Etrepigni, whofe apoftaey and 
blaiphemics could make. a ftill ftronger imprefiion 
on die minds of the populace. Voltaire would 
complain that there were not fo many copies of 
that impious work in all Paris, as he himfelf had: 
difperfed throughout the mountains of Switzer- 
land f. 

D'Alembert was himfelf obliged to apologize? 
as if he had been indifferent and deficient in point, 
of zealj but particularly for not having dared, at 
the entreaty of Voltaire, to print in Paris and dif-* 
tribute four or five tboufand copies of John Mejlier's 
D’Alem- lafi will. His excufe manifefts the confummate 
eufe* 6 * confpirator, who knows how to wait the proper 
lumfelf. moment, and take precautions to enfure that (uc^, 
cefs which too great precipitancy might have ruin*- 
ed $. By what he writes to Voltaire on a matter" 
piece, of impiety entitled Good Senfe , we fee that? 
he was perfectly aware of the effed which theft* 
impious works had on the minds, of the: people* 

• To D’Alembert, 13 Dec. 1763, Vol: 68, Lett ttt, P-. 363. 
f From D’Alembert, 31 July, 1763, Volt 68, Retries* 
P. 207, and to D’Alembert, 15 Sept. Let. 104, P. 214. ' 
t From D’Alembert, 31 July, 1762, ibid. 

that 
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that he knew when they were to be multiplied, or 
caft into the hands of the vulgar } he fays, “ This 
kf production ( Good Sen/e ) is a work much more 
“ to be dreaded than the Syjiem of Nature It 
really was fo, becaufej with greater art and uncon- 
cern, it leads to the moft unqualified Atheifm ; 
and for that reafon we fee D’Alembert fetting 
forth the advantages to be derived from it to the 
conipiracy, if it were abridged though already 
fo fmall as to cofi no more than five- fence, and thus 
to be fitted for the focket and the reading of eve y y 
t ook-maid *. 

Thefe low intrigues, however, were not the 
only means to which the Sophifters reforted to 
evade the law, and overrun all Europe wich-thefe 
Antichriftian productions. They were fupported Minilter* 
at court by powerful men, or minifterial adepts, 
who knew how to filence the law itfelf ; or, if it culation. 
ever was to fpeak, it was only to favour the better 
this impious traffic, at another time, in fpite of 
the magiftracy. The duke de Choifeul and Ma- 
leiherbes were again the promoters of this grand 
plan, for robbing the people of their religion, and 
infinuating the errors of Philofophifin. The , 
former, . with the afiurance of minifterial def- 
potifm, threatened the Sorbonne with all the weight 
of his indignation, when by their public cenfures 

• From D’Alembert, 15 Aug. 1775, Vol. 69, Let. *46, P.249. 

Vol. 1 . L they 
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they fought to guard the people againlt thole 
ephemerous productions. It was this Arrange ex- 
ertion of authority which made Voltaire exclaim. 
Long live the minifiry of France j above all, long 
n live the Duke of Cboifeul* ! ” 

Malefherbes, who, having the fuperintendency 
over the whole trade of printing and bookfelling, 
was hence enabled to evade the law both in the 
introduction and circulation of thefe impious 
writings, was on that point in perfeCt unifon with 
D’Alembert. Both would willingly have hindered 
the champions of religion from printing their 
replies to that legion of infidels then riling in 
France ; but the time was not yet come. With 
all his pretended toleration, Voltaire was indig- 
nant, that under a philofophic minifter the apolo- 
gifts of the Golpel Ihould Hill have accefs to thff 
prefsj and D’Alembert is obliged to plead in his 
defence, that Malelherbes, fo far from favouring 
the antiphilofophic works, had reluctantly been 
obliged to fubmit to fuperior orders which he could 
not refill f. Not content with a fimple con- 
nivance, fuch excufes were unfatisfaftory to Vol- 
taire ; nothing lefs than the authority of kingi 
could fatisfy his zeal, and he has again rtcourfe to 
Frederic. This inundation of impious books was 
to have been the prime objeCt of his colonjr. 

* To Marmontel, 2 Dec. 1767, V0I.60, Let. 200, P. 33ft; 
f From D’Alembert, 28 Jan, 1757, Vol.68,Let.ai, P.37. 

5 As 
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As yet unconfoled for the failure of his plan, he 
Writes to the king of the Sophifters, ** Were I 
“ younger and had I health, I would willingly 
“ quit the houfe I have built and the trees I have 
c< planted, to go and dedicate with two or three 
ct Philofophers the remainder of my life* under 
** your prote&ion, to the printing of a few ufeful 
“ books. But, Sire, cannot you, without expojing 
c * yourjelf, have feme of the Berlin bookfellers en- 
te couraged to reprint them, and to diftribute them 
“ throughout Europe at a price low enough to enjure 
“ their fale\” 

This propofal, which transformed the King of 
Trudia into the hawker-general of Antichriftian 
pamphlets, did not difpleafe his protecting ma- 
jcfty. “ You may (anfwers Frederic) make ufe 
“ of our printers as you pleqfe-, they enjoy perfect 
** liberty, and as they are connected with thofe 
“ of Holland, France, and- Germany, I have no 
« doubt but that they have means of con- 
** veying books whitherfoever they may think 
** proper f.” 

Even at Peterfburg Voltaire had found hawkers 
of thcfc impious productions. Under the pro- 
Ceftion and by the influence of Count Schouval- 
jtow, Ruffia was to petition Diderot for leave to be 
honoured with the itnpreflion of the Encyclopedia, 

• To Frederic, 5 April, 1767, Vol. 65, Let. 159, P‘ 374. 

f To Frederic, 5 May, 1767, Vol. 65, Let. 160, P. 378.' 

L 1 and 
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and Voltaire is Commiffioned to announce that 
triumph to Diderot *. The moft impious and . 
mod feditious work that Helvetius had written 
was then reprinting at the Hague, and the Prince 
Gallit^in dared to dedicate it to the Empress op 
all the RussiaS. Here Voltaire’s zeal was 
outruii by his fuccefs. He could not help re- 
marking, with what amazement the world would 
lee fuch a work infcribed to the moft defpotic 
fovereign on earth i but while he lmiled at the 
imprudence and folly of the Prince adept, he ex- 
ultingly beheld the flock of J 'ages fllently increafing, 
for princes themfelves were no left eager than 
himfelf in the circulation of thefe antichriftian 
writings. We find this account repeated three 
different times in his letters to D’Alembert { fo 
great was his joy, and fo confident was he of an- 
nihilating all idea of Chriftianity in the minds of 
the people by thefe means. 

In this chapter we have treated only of the fo- 
licitude with which the chiefs fought to iniufe the 
poifon of their writings into the minds of the 
people j hereafter we (hall fee the means employed 
by the Sedt to extend it to the hovel or the cot- 
tage, arid to imbue • the rabble with its impious 
principles, though we have fecn Voltaire deipifing 
fuch a conqucft. 

• To Diderot, 25 Sept. 1762, Vol. Sh Det. 242, P.475. 

6 Note 
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Note to CHAP, IX. 

On the Works more particularly recommended by the Conjpirators. 

Were I, not pretty well acquainted with a certain -numerous 
clafs of 'readers, I might confide r as fuperfiuous the obferva- 
tions that I am about to make on the do&rine of thofe works Their 
which the chiefs of the confpiracy, independently of their 
own, fought to circulate through all claffes of fociety. I have * 

not only to (atisfy men hard to convince, but to perfuade men 
who will refill demonftration itfelf unlefs it overwhelms them. 

In ijpite of all the proofs we have already adduced of the 
Confpiracy formed and carried on by Voltaire, D’Alembert, 

Frederic, Diderot, and their adepts, againft the vitals of Chris- 
tianity, will nobody again afiert, that the Sophifiers only le- 
velled' their wfitings at the abufes, or at leafi that Catholi- 
cifm was their only aim ; and that they never meant tp attack 
the divers other religions that are within the pale of Chris- 
tianity, whether at Geneva or London, in Germany or Swe- 
den?. The extreme falfity of fuch an argument renders it 
abfurd. If we do but refleft for a moment on the nature of 
thofe works which the Sophifiers circulated with fo much 
zeal, can we. fuppofe that they wiihed to difieminate other That the 
principles than thofe preached up in thefe works ? Let us ap- Confpira- 
peal to them, and fee if the deftru&ion of abufes, or even of wa ^ 
Catholicifm alone, could have been their foie object. proved * 

, We have feen that the works fo highly recommended by by thefe 
Voltaire and D’Alembert are particularly thofe of Freret, wor ^ s ’ 
Boulanger, Helve tius, John Mefiier, Dumarfais, and Maillet ; 
or at leafi they bear the names of thofe Sophifiers. They are, 
as we have before faid, the Philosophic Soldier ;thb 
DpuBT3,cr the Sage’s Scepticism 5 and Good Sense; 

Whofe authors remain unknown. I will lay before the reader 

L 3 the 
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Do&rine 
of thefe 
works 
On God. 


the divers opinions broached by the writers fo much com* 
mended by the Sophifters, concerning thofe points which can* 
not be invalidated without overthrowing the very foundation 
of Chriftianity ; and then let any one conclude that the Con* 
fpiracy only impugned abufes, or fome particular branch of 
Chriftianity. 

The belief of the exiftence of a God belongs to every to* 
ligion that is Chriftian ; let us then examine their dodiine 4 
to a God. 

Frkrbt tells us expreffly, u The univerfal caufe , that' Go» 
u §f the Philo/of hers, of the Jews, and of the ChrijHans, is hut 
“ a chimera and a phantom” The fame rfuthor thus continues* 
“ Imagination daily creates frefti chimeras, which raiie m 
“ them that impulfe of fear ; and fuch is the phantom Of 
44 the Deity V* 

The author of Goon Sense, that work which D , Akm* 
i>ert wilhes to fee abridged, in order to fell it for ftve-pencw 
to the.poor and ignorant, is not fo emphatical ; but what js fai» 
dodrine ? 44 That the phenomena of nature only prove the **- 

44 iftence of Gon to a few prepojfofled men,” that is to lay, to 
men full of fklfe prejudices; 44 that the wondett of nature, Jo far 
44 from hefpeaking a God, are but the neeeffary effe&s -of mettfer 
44 prodigioujly diversified f” 

The Philosophic Soldier does not indeed deny -dm 
exiftence of God ; but he ftarts, in his Jirft chapter, with 4a 
monftrous comparifon between Jupiter and the Goo of the 
Chriftians ; and the Pagan god has all the advantage of the 
difcuftion. 


According to Christianity Unveil*?, which ap* 
peared under the name of fioulanger, it is more reafisu&U tQ 
admit with Manes of a twofold God, than of (ho Goo of 
Chriftianity J. 


• Letter from Thrafybulus to Lucippus, P. 164 and *54# 

t No. 36 et paffim. J Page iqi. 
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Tiie author of The Doubts, or of Scepticifm, informs 
.the world, “ That they cannot know whether a God really 
*' exifts, or whether there is the (mailed difference between 
M good and e vil, or vice and virtue ” Such is the drift of the 
whole of that work • 

We find the fame oppofition to Chriftianity in their doc- On the 
trines on the fpirituality of the Soul. With F&e&xt, ^ Cl4i ^ 

** every thing that is Called Spirit , or Soul, has no more 
* € reality thin the phantoms , the chimeras , or the Jjphinxes j*.” 

The Sophider of the pretended Good Sense heaps up ar- 
guments anew to prove, that it is the body which feels, thinks, 
and judges ; and that the Soul is hut a chimera J. 

Helvetius pronounces, €t That we are in an error 
** when we make of the Soul a fpiritual being ; that nothing 
€€ can be more ahfurd ; and that the Soul is not a difiinS 
te .being from the body ' 

Boulanger tells us decidedly, “ That the immortality of 
€€ the Soul, fo far from dimulating man to the practice of 
€t virtue, is nothing but a barbarous, defperate , fatal tenet, and 
€g contra ry to all legillation || 

If from thefe fundamental tenets, effential to every reli- On Mo- 
gionas well as to Catholicifm, we pafs on to Morality, rality. 
we (hall«find Fre ret teaching the people, that “ all ideas 
* € cf juftice and injujlice , of virtue and vice, of glory and infamy , 

€€ are purely arbitrary and dependent on cudom 

Helvetius will at one time tell us, that the only rule by 
.which virtuous adions are didinguifhed from vicious ones , is the 
Jaw of princes, and public utility. Elfewhere he will fay, 

, ** that virtue, or honejly, with regard to individuals, is no more 
u than the habit of adtons perfonallp advantageous, and that 

# Particularly No. ioo & ioi. 
f Letter from Thrafybulus. J No. 20 & 190. 

,4 Of the Spirit, and of Man and his Education, No. 4 and 5. 

Antiquity Unveiled, P. 15. Letter of Thrafybulus. 

14 v/#- 
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ft f elf -inter eft is the foie fcale by which the actions of man ca^ 
f* be meafured ; ” in fine, €t that if the virtuous man is not 
ff happy in this world, we are juftified in exclaiming, O Fir* 
** tue ! thou art but an idle dream *. 17 

The fame fophifter alfo fays, that “ fublime virtue and «r- 
lightened vjifdom are only the fruits of thofe pafiions called 
f‘ folly ; or, that ftupidity is the neceflary confequence of the 
4 ‘ ceflationof paflion. That to moderate the pafiions is to ruin 
“ the ftate f. That confcience and remorfe are nothing but the 
< € foreftght of thofe phyfical penalties to which crimes expofe 
* € uss That the man who is above the law can commit, with- 
out remorfe, the difiioneft ad that may ferve his purpofeJ. v 
That it little imports whether men are vicious , if they be but 
enlightened §. 

The fair fex too will be taught by this author, that “ Mo- 
f* desty is only an invention of refined voluptuoufnefs : — that 
Moramtx has nothing to apprehend from love; for it 
€t the paflion that creates genius , and renders man virtuous ||. ,t 
He will inform children, that €t the commandment of lovinj* 
* € their father and mother is more the work of education than 
“ of nature He will tell the married couple, that €€ the 
law which condemns them to live together becomes barbarous 
* € and cruel on the day they ceafe to love each other *V* 

In vain fhould we feek among thp other works that the 
chiefs of the confpirators wilhed to circulate a more Chrif- 
tian Morality. DuMARSAis,as well as Helvetius, knows 
no other virtue but what is ufeful , nor vice but that which is 
hurtful to man upon earth -j-f. The Philosophic Soldier 

i 

* On the Mind. Difcourfe 2d and 4th. 
f Idem* Difcourfe 2d and 3d, chap. 6, 7, 8, and ip. 

X Idem. Of Man, vol. ift, fed. 2d, chap. 7. 

§ Idem. No. 9, chap. 6. 

|| Idem. Difc. 2d, chap* 4 and 15, &c. ff Of Man* ph. 8. 

*• Of Man, fed. 8, &c f f f Eflay on Prejudices, ph. 8. 
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thinks that fo far from being able to offend God, men are 
obliged to execute his laws *. The qpthor of Good Sense, fo 
much praifed by the leaders, (ells them, that to think we can 
offend God, is to think ourfelves ftronger than Godf . He would 
even teach them to anfwer us, “ If your God leaves to men 
** the liberty of damning themfelves, why Jhould you meddle with 
. i* it ? Are you wifer than that God whofe rights you wi(h 
* ** to avenge \ } ** 

Boulanger, in the work fo much admired by Frederic and 
Voltaire, afferts, that the fear of God, fo far from being the 
beginning of wifdom, would rather be the beginning of folly §.” 

It would be ufelefs to the reader, and irkfome to ourfelves, 
were we to carry thefe quotations any farther. Thofe who 
wiih to fee thpfe texts, and numberlefs others of the fame kind, 
jnay perufe the Helvian Letters. But certainly here 
is enough to demonftrate, that confpirators who wifhed to 
circulate fhch works were not levelling folely at the Catholic 
- religion, mpeh lefs at a few abufes. No ; it is evident, that 
.(every altar where Chrift was adored was to be overthrown, 
whether Anglican, Calvinift, or Proteftant. 

The bpfe projeft of throwing into circulation four or five 
thoufand copies of John Meflier’s Laft Will would fully 
prove the defign of annihilating every veftige of Chriftianity, 
. fince this Laft Will or Teftament is nothing but a grofs deeja- 
poatfan againft the dodrines of the Gofpel. 

* Chap. 20. f Sed. 67. % Sed. 135. 

$ Chriftianity Unveiled, in a note to P. 163. 


CHAP, 
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CHAP. X. 

■Of the Spoliations and Violences projeRedby the Con- 
fpirators , and concealed under the Name of Tole- 
ration. 

their tole all the arts put in pradice by the Confpira- 

ration tors, none, perhaps, has fucceeded better with 
them, than the perpetual appeal in all their 
writings to toleration , reajon, and humanity , whidi 
Condorcet tells us they had made their VQar- 
hoop*. In fad, it was natural enough, that men 
who appeared fo deeply imprefied with thefe fca- 
timents fhould gain the attention of the public 
■but were they real ? Did the confpiring Sophiftcrs 
mean to content themfelves with a true tolera- 
•tion ? As they acquired ftrength, did they mean 
to grant to others what they afleed for them- 
felves ? Thefe queftions are eafily lolved ; and it 
would be ufelefs for the reader to feck the defini- 
tion of each of thefe high-founding words im- 
pofed upon the public, when their private and 
real fentiments are to be feen in the continued cry 
of Crujh Religion. To caft an eye on their cor- 

' * Sketch' on Hiftory. Epoch 9. 

relpondence. 
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rcfpondcncc, is fufficient to identify the plans of 
thefe confpiring Sophifters with thofe of the Ja- 
cobins their fucceifors. Do not the Petions, the 
Condorcets, and die Robefpierres, adopt their 
wifhes and execute their plans under the fame mailt 
of toleration i 

Plunder, violence, and death, have marked the Spoli*- 
Coleradon of the revolutionifts. Nor were any of media” 
thefe means foreign to the firft confpirators, whole 
language the latter had adopted. As to ipolia- 
lions, I have already faid that Voltaire, as early 
»s the year 1743, was plotting with the King of 
Pruffia to plunder the Ecclefiaftical Princes and 
the Religious Orders of their, pofleffions. In 
1764, we have feen him fending a memorial to 
lie Duke of Praflin on die abolition of tythes, 
in hopes of depriving the clergy of their fufte- 
nance *. In 1770, he had not abandoned his 
plan'when he writes to Frederic, “ I wiih to God 

* that -Ganganelli had fame good domain in your 
'** neighbourhood, and that you were not fo far 
* l from Laretto. ...... :It is noble to feoff at 

“ thefe Harlequin Bull-givers l like to cover 
^ them with ridicule i but I had rather pcunoer 
“ them -j-. 

Thefe various letters prove to the reader, that 
the chief of the Confpirators only anticipated the 

* To the Count D’Argental, 20 June, 1764, ut fupra. 

f To Frederic, 8 June, 1770, V0l.65.Let. 172, P. 405. 

plun- 
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plundering decrees of the Jacobins, and the re- 
volutionary incurfion their armies have made to 
Loretto. 

Rejetted Frederic, afluming the kingly tone, feems for 

and ap- an j n ft ant f 0 Jhocked at thefe fpoliations, as to 

proved by 

Frederic, have forgotten that he had been the firft to pro- 
pofe them. He anfwers, “ Were Loretto ad- 
€c joining to my villa, I would not touch it. Its 
“ treafures might tempt a Mandrin, a Conflans, 
** a Turpin, a Rich .... or their fellows. It 
* e is not that 1 reverence donations confecrated by 
** fottifh ftupidity j but what the public venerates 
“ fhould be fpared. When one looks upon one’s 
'** felf as gifted with fuperior lights, companion' 
“ for others, and commiferation for their weak- 
ct nefs, Ihould make us unwilling to fhock their 
* e prejudices. It is to be lamented, that the 
** pretended Philofophers of our days are not of 
the fame way of thinking But the So- 
phifter foon prevails over the monarch ; and Fre- 
deric is no longer of opinion that the ipoils of 
the church are to be left to a Mandrin : the very 
next year, coinciding with Voltaire, he writes to 
him, « If the new minifter of France is a man 
** of fenfe, he will neither be weak nor foolifh 
(( enough to reftore Avignon to the Pope f.”— 

* From Frederic, 7 July, 1770, Vol. 65, Let. 173, P. 409. 

+ From Frederic, 29 June, 1771, Vol. 66, Let. io,P. 25. 

He 
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bert’s ad- 
vice. 


He recurs to his means of ftlently undermining the 
edifice , by firft plundering the Religious Orders, 
that they might then ftrip the bilhops *. 

D’Alembert, on his fide advifed, that the D’Alem- 
clergy fhould be firft deprived of the confe- 
quence they enjoyed in the ftate, before they 
were plundered of their poffelfions. Sending to 
Voltaire his talk, almoft ready made, that be 
might fpeak out what D’Alembert dared not 
utter himfclf, he tells him, “ that he muft not 
“ forget (if it could be done delicately) to 
“ add to the firft part a little appendix, or an 
" attradtive poftfcript, on the danger both to 
u ftates and kings, in fufferiog the clergy to form 
“ a fcparate and diftindt body, with the privilege 
" of holding regular afiemblies j-.” 

As yet this dodtrine was new both to kings 
and ftates j they had never perceived this pre- 
tended danger of letting the clergy form a diftindt 
body iii the nation, as did the nobility and the 
third order ; but thefe confpiring chiefs were an- 
ticipating the horrors of the revolution, the plun- 
ders and murders of their Jacobin fucceflors and 
difciples. 

Violent and fanguinary edidts, decrees of de- violent 
portation and of death, were not foreign to the meafures 
wilhes of the confpiring chiefs. How frequent b^voL* 

• From Frederic, 13 Aug. 1775, Vol. 66, Let. 95, P. 222. 

^ From D’Alembert, 9 Feb. 1773, Vol. 69, Let.96, P. 161. 

5; - foever 
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ioever the words of toleration, humanity, and 
xeafon, may be in Voltaire’s mouth, it would be 
a great error in judgment to think that thole 
were the only arms he wifhed to employ againft 
the Chriftian Religion. When he writes to 
Count Argental, ** Had 1 but a hundred thou* 
“ fand men, I well know what I would do with 
“ them * i” and to Frederic, “ Hercules went to 
“ fight the robbers and Bellerophon chimeras* 
** I fhould not be forry to behold Herculefes. and 
** Bellerophons delivering the earth both from 
“ Catholic robbers and Catholic chimeras f *” 
it was not toleration that dictated thole wilhes* 
and one is tempted to conclude, that he would 
not have been forry to behold the mafiacre of 
the Clergy by the Herculefes and Bellerophons 
pf. the fanguinary September. Have we not ob- 
ferved him wilhing to behold every JeJv.it at the 
bottom of the ocean , each with a JanJentft bung to 
bis neck? When, with the view of avenging 
Helvetius and Philoibphifm, he does not blulh 
to alk. Could not the moderate and difereet propofol 
tf fir angling the laft Jefuit with the guts of thf 
lafi Janfenift , bring matters to fome compro.- 
mife ? can we reafonably infer, that the huma- 
nity and toleration of Voltaire would . have been 

* To the Count D’ Argental, 16 Feb. Vol. 57, Let. 28, P. 60. 

+ To Frederic, 3 March, 1767, Vol. 65, Let, 157, P. 369. 

greatly 
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grtatly fhocked at the fight of fhips flowed 
with the Catholic Clergy by a Le Bern, as a 
preparatory ftep to fubmerging them in the 
ofcean ! ! ! 

Frederic feemed to be nearer to fitnple tole- By Frcde- 
ration When he thus anfWered Voltaire : “ It is "*• 

€t not the lot of arms to deftroy the wretch.—* 

“ It will perilh by thofe of truth At length 
he begins to think that .force muft ftrike the 
laft blow at Religion. He is not averfe to this 
force, and we fee him willing to employ it had 
the occafion offered when he writes to Voltaire, 
ft To Bayle, your forerunner, and to yourfelfj 
** ho doubt, is due the honor of that Revolu- 
** tion which is working- in the minds of men. 

** But, truly to fpeak, it is not yet completes 
* f bigots have their party, and it will never le 
" forfeited but by a fuperior force : from government 
** muft the fentence ijfue that fhall crujh the wretch . 

** Enlightened Minifters may forward it, but the 
w Will of the Sovereign muft accede. Without doubt 
“ this will be effeftuated in time j but neither of 
'* lis can be fpettators of that long-wifhed for 
•* moment -f.” 

* ftroifc Frederic, *5 March, 1767, Vol. 65, Let. 158, Page 

3fo. 

t Prop Frederic, 8 Sept. 1 775, Vol. 66, Let. 97, P. 230. 


There 
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' There can be no doubt but that the long-* . 
wifhed-for moment was that, when impiety, en-\ 

. throned, Ihould call afide the malk of toleration, 
with which it had necefiarily dilguifed itlelf : 
Julian-like, would not Frederic alfo have re- 
torted to fupcpor force at that defired period ? 
Would he not have feconded the Sophifms of the 
Conlpirators with that fentence which was to iffue 
from the Sovereign ? He would have Ipoken as 
a mailer j and under Frederic might not the 
reigns of a Domitian or a Julian have been re- 
newed, when apoftacy, exile, or death, were the 
only alternatives left to a Chriflian’s choice.— 
But to reconcile this fuperior force, this fentence 
of the government that is to crujh, with what 
D’Alembert fays of that Prince in a letter to. 
Voltaire, is difficult: “ I believe him at his 
“ laft lhift, and it is a great pity. Philofor 
tc phy will not eafily find a Prince like him, 

“ tolerant through indifference, (which is the" 
“ true .ftyle) and an enemy to fuperftition and 
<c fanaticifm*. 

By D’A- ® ut with D’Alembert even that mode of tole* 
lembert. rating through indifference did not exclude' un* 
derhand perfecutions ; nor would it have been 
incompatible with this man’s rage and phrenzy* 
lo openly exprelfed in his letters to Voltaire, to 

* ' ] I. 

* From D’Alembert, 27 Jan. i762,Vol. 68, Let. 95, F. 187. t 

fee 
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fee a Whole nation dfeftroyedj foleljr foi having 
lhewn its attachment to Chrifttanity. Could 
toleration through indifference didate the fol- 
lowing lines ? (< d-frvptrs of thfc King of Pruf- 
“ fia, he has at length got a-heid again. Atid 
** I, as a Frenchman and a thinking being, avd 
** quite of your opinion, that it is a great hap- 
“ pinefs both for France and for Phikrfophy. 

Thofe Auftrians are a fot of ihfolent capu- 
“ chins who hate and defpifc us, arid wbotti I 
“ could wifh to fee annihilated with tbefnptrftititih 
** they protest 

It would be ufelefs to remark in this place, 
that thofe very Auftrians whom D’Alembert 
wifhes to foe annihilated, were then the allies 
of France, at war with that very King of Pruf- 
fia whofe vidories he celebrates. Thefe cir- 
cum fiances might ferve to fhow, how much more 
philofophifm • fwayed the heart of the Sophifter, 
than the . love of his country j and that tolera- 
tion would not have hindered the Confpirators 
from betraying their king or country, could they 
by that event have made a new attack on Chris- 
tianity. 

We plainly fee, that all thefe inhuman wifhes 
■were rather expreffed by inadvertency, than the 
avowed objed of their correfpondence. They 

JltM D’Alembert, 1 2 J an. 1 763, Vol. 68, Let, 1 13, P. 237. 

Vol. I. v M were 
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were preparing the road for thofe feditious and 
ferocious minds, that were to perpetrate what the 
Sophifters could at that time only devife. — The 
day of rebellion and murder was not yet come ; 
with the fame wifhcs circumftances had not diftri- 
buted to them the fame parts to a£t. Let us 
then examine what characters the firft chiefs per- 
formed, and by what fervices each one in par- 
ticular, fignalizing his zeal in the Antichriftian 
Confpiracy, prepared the reign of his Revolution- 
ary adepts. 
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This ANTiCfiRtSTlAN CONSPIRACY* l6j 


fcHAP. xi. 

j Part, MiJ/ton, and private Means of each of the 
Chiefs of the Anticbriftian Confpirocy. 

IN order to attain the grand objeft of the con- 
fpiracy, in lhdrt to cruih the Chrift whom they 
jpurfued With unrelenting hatred, all the geoeral 
plans arid meins they had concerted were judged 
infufficieiit. Each individual was to concur with 
his own means, with thofe which his faculties, 
his fituation; or peculiar million; enabled him td 
exert: 

Voltaire was ehdowed with all thole talents Vol-, 
which: adorn the erhinent writer j and no looner f C rvice*i 
was the Confederacy formed than he turned them 
aU againlf his God.' During the laft five-and- 
itwenty years Of his life, as he declares himfelf, 
he bad ho other objeSt in vieio than to vilify the 
Ibr'etcb*. Before th'at period he had fhared his 
tinie between poetry arid impiety j but hence- 
forward he is fblely impious. One might hive ardor* 
thought that he wilhed to vomit forth himfelf 
more blafphemies and calumnies lagainft the God of 
Chtiftianity, than had the whole clafs of Celfi. 

'h ToBenii&viile, May, 1761, Vol. 57, Let; 58, P. J 17. 

M a or 



\ 6 + TUB Antichristian conspiracy - ; 

or Porphyrii during preceding ages. In the large 
collection of his works, (more than forty volumes 
8vo.) Romances, Dictionaries, Hiftories, Memoirs, 
Letters and Commentaries, flowed from his pen, 
embittered with rage and breathing the wilh of 
crulhing Chrift. “ I finifh all my letters,” would 
he write, “ by faying, crujb the wretch , as Cato. 
** was ufed to finilh his harangues. Such is my 
“ . opinion and let Carthage be deftroyei 
contra- this immenfe collection it would be in vain 

diflion,, to leek any. particular fyftem of Deifm, of Ma- 
terialifm, or Scepticifin. They ' all form one 
common mafs. We have feen him conjuring 
D’Alembert to unite all thefe diverging SeCts in 
the common attack againft Chrift j and his. own 
heart may be faid to have been their focus. He 
cared not whence the ftorm arofe, or whole was 
the hand that Itruck ; the fubverlion of the altar 
was his only aim. The religious authors, and we 
oyrftlves, have Ihown him fickle in his fyftems, 
and daily adopting new opinions,, and that from 
his own works fi we behold twenty different mca 
in him alone, but each of them equally hateful. 
Rage accounts for his contradictions j event his hy* 
pocrify flows from the fame fource. This latter 
phenomenon is not fufficiently known i it mull have 

* To Damilaville 26 July, 1762, Vol. 57, Let. 225, P. 44 6 . 
f See the Helvian Letter*, and particularly letter 34 and 4a* 

6 its 
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its page in hiftory* but let Voltaire himfelf fpeak 
as to the extent and original caufe of fo bafe a 
conduit. 

During that inundation of Antichriftian books hypocrjfy 
in France, government would fometimes, though an “ . com_ 
remifsly, take cognizance of their authors. Vol- 
taire himfelf had been profecutcd on account of his 
firft impious writings. , When declared premier 
chief, he thought that more caution became his 
pre-eminence, left any legal proof ihould be ac- 
quired of his impiety. The-bettcr to attack, and 
the more fecurely to crufb Cbriji, he conceals 
him&lf under his very banners ; he frequents his 
temples, is prefent at his myfterics, receives into 
his mouth the God he blafphemed; and if annu- 
ally at Eafter he received, it was but more auda-> 

■ cioufly to blafpheme his God. To fo monftrous 
an accufetion inconteftable proofs lhall be brought. 

On the 14th of Jan. 1761, Voltaire fends a 
performance, (1 know not what, but which the 
editor of his works fuppofcs to be an epiftle to 
Mademoifclk Clairon, a famous aftrefs in thofe 
days,) to one of his female adepts, the Countefs 
of Argental, whom he ftyles his angel. Beyond 
doubt, it was a moft fcandalous production j 
finch only the chofen of the cleft arc favoured with 
it, or rather fince to them alone Voltaire dared fend 
it. In fhort, whatever was the fubjeft, it was ac- 
companied with the following letter. 

M3 
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** Will you amufe yourfelf with the petttfal of 
“ this fcrap: will you read it to Mademoifelle 
« Clairon ? None but yourfelf and the Duke de 
«« Choifeul are in poffeffion of it : you will tell 
« me prefently that I grow very daring, and rather 
V wicked in my old age. Wicked ! No j I turn 
f c Minos, and judge the wicked. But take care 
“ of yourfelf. There are people, I know, who 
** do not forjgive ; and I am like them. I am now 
«* fixty-feven years old. I go to the parochial . 
* c mals. I edify my people. I am building a 
<c church. I receive communion there i and, zounds^ 

** I will be buried there, in fpite of all the hypo- 
“ crites. I believe in Jefus Ghrift confubftantial 
“ with God, and in the Virgin Mary mother of 
** God. Ye bafe perfecutors, what have you fo 
” fay to me i Why, you have written £* 

“ PuteUe. No, I never did. You are the author 
** of it; it was you that gave ears to Joan’s pal- 
f* frey. I am a good Chriftian, a faithful fervant 
“ of the king, a good lor-d of the parifh, and a 
" proper tutor for a daughter. I make curates 
“ and Jefoits tremble. I do what I pleafo with»> 
K my fittle province about as big as the palm o£ 
f* my hand (his eftate extended near fix miles)^ 
te I am the man to difpofe of the Pope whenever^ 
** I pleafe. Now, ye raggamuffins, w&t havcS 
you to fay to me? — Thefe, my dear angels-^ 
are the anfwers I would make to the Fantins_ 

$ “ Grifels_ 
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« Grlfels, Guydns; or to the little black mon* 
** key, &c. &c. *” 

The female adepts might indeed laugh at the 
tone and ftyle of fuch a letter; but will the ju- 
dicious reader lee it in any other light, than as the 
production of an infolent old mat),' who, proud 
of his protections, is neverthelefs determined im- 
pudently to lie, and to fe; forth the moft orthodox 
profefljot) of faith, Ihould religious writers accufc 
him of impiety, and to combat the laws with de- 
nials or make a merit of his facrilegious commit* 
lions •, and the infidel talks of hypocrites and bale 

pdwards 1 

Such odious artifice feems to have lhocked 
the Count D’Argental himfelfj for on the 16th of 
February following Voltaire writes to him, “ Had 
** l a hundred thoufend men, I know what ufe I 
** would make of them; but as 1 have them not, 
*f I will receive eft Eafter , and you may call me 
€t hypocrite as much as you pleaje. Yes, by God ! 
f* I will receive the lacrament, and that in com- 
M pany ■jrith Mad. Denis and Mademoilelle Cor- 
** neille ; and if you fay much, I will put the ’Tan- 
f* turn ergo into verle, and that in crofs rhimesf.” 

It appears that many more of the adepts were 
framed of this meannefs in their chief. He him- 

• Vol. 57, Let. 8, P. 15. 

| Vol 57, Let. 28, P. 60. 

M 4 felf 
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ftlf At length thinks it necefiary to write tq 
D’Alembert on the fubjedt ; to whom he fays, ** X 
“ know there are people who Ipeak ill of my 
“ Rafter devotions. It is a penance 1 muft refign 

«* myfelf to, in expiation of my fins. Yes, I 

<< have received my Eafter communion \ and what is 
“ more, I pre/ented in per/on the hallowed bread j 

“ after this, I could boldly defy both Mo- 

“ linifts And Janfenifts 

If thefe laft words dp not fufficiently declare the 
motives of his hypocrify, . the following letter; 
ajfo to D’Alembert, will do away all doubt; it is 
only three days pofterior to the laft : ** Whafc, in. 

** your opinion, fhauld the fages do when fiir- 
<c rounded by fenfeleft barbarians? There arp. 

*( times when one muft imitate their diftortions, axft 
« /peak their language, Mutemus clypeos (let us 
ct change our bucklers). In fadt, what I h^ve 
« done this year, I have done feveral times before, 
tc and, pleife God, I will do it again f.” This, 
is the letter too in which he particularly repopi- 
mends that the. myfteries of Mytra Jhould nptbe di*~ 
vulged, and which he concludes with this terrible - 
fentence againft Chriftianity. The monfter muft faliC" 
pierced by a hundred invifible hands j yes, let it fall 
beneath a thou/and repeated blows. 

• To D’Alembert, 27 Apr. 1768, Vol. 68, Let. 228, P. 476. 
f To D’Alembert, 1 May 1768, Vol. 68, Let, 229, P. 477. 

With 
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With this prpfbipkl diffiroulatum*, Voltaire 
combined all that dark-dealing activity, which the* 
oath of crufting the God of Chriftianity could 
liiggeft to the premier chief of the Antichriftian 
Sophifters. Not content, with his partial attacks, 
he had recoyrfe to whole legions of adepts from 
the eaft to the weft j he encouraged, preffcd, .and 
ftimulated them in this warfare. Prefent every t [ ona t0 
where by his correipondents, he would write to 

• If I may credit men who knew Voltaire in the earlier 
part of his literary triumphs* he was even then no dranger to 
this profound hypocrify. The following anecdote I learned 
from men who knew him well. It was lingular enough* that 
Voltaire had a brother* an arrant Janfenid* who profefled all 
tl It auderity of manners which that Sett adetted. The Abhe 
Arouet* heir to a confidepable fortune, would not fee his 
impious brother, and openly declared that he would not leave 
him a halfpenny. But as his health was weak, and his life 
could be of no long duration* Voltaire did not give up all 
hopes of the inheritance ; he turned Janfenid and atted the 
devotee. On a fudden he appears in the Janfeniftical garb ; 
with a large douched hat* he runs from church to church* 
takihg care to choofe the lame hours as the Abbe Arouet ; 
and there* with a deportment as contrite and hifmble as 
X)eacon Paris himfelf* kneeling in the middle of the church* 
or Banding with his arms eroded on his bread* his eyes cad 
on the ground* on the altar* or on the Chridiau orator* he 
would hearken or pray with all the apparent compunttion of 
a penitent dnner reclaimed from his errors. The Abbe be- 
lieved in his brother’s converlion* exhorted him to perfevere* 
and died leaving him all his fortune. The Janfenid’s cafh, 
however, was all that Voltaire retained of his converfion. 

one. 
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pnc, ct Prevail on all the brethren to purfue the 
f* wretch in their difcourfes and in their writings, 
*-* without allowing him one moment's ref pile ." — • 
To another he would fay, *? make the moft earneft, 
*f though the moft prudent efforts to crujh the 
“ wretch Should he obferve any of the adepts 
lefs ardent than himfelf, he would extend his Phi- 
lippics to all : ** They forget (fays he) that their 
“ principal occupation ought to be to crujh the monj- 
“ ter [The reader has not forgotten that 
monfter , wretch , and Chrift or Religion , are fy- 
nonlmous in his mouth.] Satan could not have 
been more ardent, when, in jhe war of hell 
againft heaven, he fought to ftir up his legion 
againft the Word. He could nqt more urgently, 
exclaim. We muft triumph over the' Word, or 
meanly fervc : ftiame in defeat could not be ex- 
prelfed more forcibly by Satan than by Voltaire, 
when he cries out to his adepts, “ Such is our 
ftate , that we Jha,ll be the execration of mankind, 
‘5 if (in this war againft Chrift) We have not f be 
better fort of people on our fide j we muft, there-; 
“ fore, gain them, coftwhatit will; labour then 
“ in the vineyard ; oh, crujh the wretch I tell 
*f you , erujh the wretch.*"- 

* See letters toThiriot, Saurin, and Damilaville. 

+ ToD’ Alembert, 13 Feb. 1764, Vol.68, Let. 129, P. 283. 
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So much zea} hail made him the idol of the corref- 
party. The adepts flocked from all parts to fee 
him, and went away fired with his rage. Thole 
Who could not approach, confulted him by letter, 
and laid their doubts before him; they would 
crave to know whether there really was' a God, 
if they really had a foul, &c. Voltaire, whq 
knew 'nothing of the matter, fmilcd at his own 
power ; but he always anfwered, that the God of 
the Chriftians was to be' crulhed. Such were the 
letters he received every week*. He himfelf 
Wrote a prodigious number in the fame blafphe- . 
mous ftyle. The reader muft have fcen the 
colle&ion in order to believe that the heart or 
hatred of one Angle man could dictate, pr that 
one hand could pen them, and that without con- 
fidering his many other blafphemous works. In 
his den at Ferney, he would be informed of, and 
fee all ; he would perfonally direft every thing 
that related to the confpiracy. Kings, princes, 
dukes, marquifies, petty authors or citizens, might 
write to him, provided they were but impious. ■ 

He would anfwer them, ftrengthen them, and . 
encourage them all in their impiety. In Ihort, 

■to extreme old age, his life was that of a legion 
of devils, whole foie and continued object was to 
pulh Chrift and overthrow his Altar. 

JTp Mad. du Defiant, 22 July, 1761, Vol.57, Let. 87, P. 181. 

Frederic 
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Frederic’s Frederic the Sophifter, though on a throne, 
’ was not lefs a&ive, nor lefs aftonifhing in his ac- 
tivity. This man, who alone did for his king- 
dom all that a king could do, and even more than 
both king , and minifters in moft other countries 
do, out-ftripped the Sophifters alfo in their And- 
chriftian deeds. As a chief of the conipiracy, his 
part, or rather his folly, was to protect the hv 
ferior adepts, if any of them chanced to fall under 
profecution by what was called fanaticifm. When 
the Abbe Deiprades was obliged to fly the cen- 
fures of the Sorbonne and the decrees of Parlia* 
ment, the fophiftical monarch prelented him with 
a canonicate at Breflaw*. Etallonde de Mo- 
rival, a hair-brained youth, flies the vengeance of 
the laws, after having broken the public monu- 
ments of religion; he is received, and the colours 
of a regiment are entrufted to his hands f. If 
his armies require money, his treafures arc ex- 
haufted ; but not fo to the adepts. In the very 
height of war, their penflons, and particularly 
_ * D’Alembert’s, are regularly paid. 

He was fometimes, it is true, fecit to lay afide 
the Sophifter, and think it beneath a monarch to 
be connected with a fet of blackguards, coxcombs, 

* To D’Alembert, s Sept. 1752, Vol.68, Let. 3, P. 7. . 
t ToD’AJembert, 8 Dec. 1772, Vol.69,Let.82,P. 134. 
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and vffionory fools*. But thofe were little Tallies . 
which the Sophiftgrs ealily overlooked; hisphilo- 
fophifm would return; he was one of their’s again; 
and his hatred to Chriftianity would once more 
engage his whole attention. He would then fpur 
on Voltaire himfelf; he would urge and folicit 
him impatiently for new writings, and the more 
impious the work the more he approved of it.— 
Then with Voltaire and D’Alembert he would 
demean himfelf even to their artifices ; he would, 
above all, admire the hand that ftruck unfeeh, 
or, as he exprefles himfelf, that method of fil- 
lipping the t vrttcb, while loading him with civi- 
lities f. 

Then, affuming the tone of dilgufting flattery, 
he would ftUe Voltaire the God of Philofophy. 
** He would fancy him afcending Olympus, 

loaded and fatiated with glory, the conqueror of 
** the wretch , fupported by the genii of Lucre- 
“ ttus and Sophocles, of Virgil and Locke, feat- 
w .ed on* a car beaming with light, and placed 
** between Newton and Epicurus J.” He paid 
homage to him for the Antichriftian Revolution 
which he few preparing §. Unable to triumph 
fey fo many dtks himfelf, he would acquire that 

# His Dialogues of the Dead. 

f From Frederic, 1 6 March, 1771, Vol. 66, Let. 6, P* 16* 
t From Frederic, 25 Nov. 1766, Vol. 65, Let. 151, P* 3^3. 
$ To Frederic, 10 Feb. 1767, Vol. 65, Let. 154, P. 361. 
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Of being laborious ;< and even thofc numerous ini* 
pious works, whether in rhyme. or in profc, pub-* 
liihed under his name, ard not the only product 
tions of the royal Sophifter. Many he privately 
ufhered into circulation, and which never could 
have been thought to be tholC' of a man who had 
the duties of a throne to fulfil. Sifch, for exaai- 
pie; was his extract of Bayle. More impiout 
thaii Bayle himfelf, he only rejefts the ufelefs Rrr 
tides, in order to condenfc the poifon of the reft. 
His Akakla tdo,. arid that' Dijcourje tin the Hijiory 
of the Church fo rhudi extolled;. as well as its 
preface,- by the abettors of impiety. . In fhort; 
his productions were numberlefs, in which Vol- 
taire finds no other fault but the eternal repetitions' 
(like his own) of the fame arguments againft re- 
ligion *. 

Hence we fee, that it was not enough for Fred 
deric to forward the confpiracy by his counfcls; 
and to give refuge to its agents; bu’t he would alfo; 
by his conftancy and application' to infeCt Europe 
"With his impieties, afpire to the rank of chief. . If 
he was inferior to Voltaire, it was in his talents; 
and not in his hatred ; but had Voltaire been def- 
titnte of the fupport of a Frederic, he could 
not have rifen to the height he aimed at. Pofleff-- 

• Corrcfpondence of Voltaire and Kingof Pruffia, Let. 133, 

*$1; 159; &c. &e. Vol. 6 j; , 
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ed of the fecret, he would willingly have ini- 
tiated all kings to the myfteries of the confpiracy ; 
and of all, he was the king who gave it the chief 
fupport. His example was ftill more powerful 
than his writings ; and it may be juftly laid, that 
his reign was that of a fceptered infidel. 

Placed in an humbler fphere, Diderot and 
D’Alembert began their feveral millions with a 
game that well characterized their apoltlelhip. 

Both were actuated by its fpiritj but heither 
had yet acquired the reputation which they after- 
wards gained more by their impiety, than by their 
abilities. The coffee-houfes at Paris were their 
firft ftage. There unknown, firlt in one then in 
another, they would begin an argument on religious 
matters, Diderot the aflailant and D’Alembert 
the defendant. The objection was forcible and 
pointed } the energy and tone of Diderot was in- 
vincible. The reply was weak j but made with 
all die apparent candour of a Chriftian, who 
wifhed to maintain the honour and truth of his re- 
ligion. The idle Parifians, who generally reforted 
to thefe places, would hearken and admire, and 
fiuftedmes take a part in the difpute. Diderot 
then infilled, refumed, and prefifed the argument. 
D'Alembert, in return, owned that the difficulty 
appeared unanfwerable, and then withdrew as if 
afhamed, and regretting, that neither his divinity, 
aor his love for religion, could furnilh him with. 

arguments 
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arguments for its defence. Our two difputant 
friends would foon after meet to felicitate each 
other on the good fuccefs of their fham conflict, 
and on . the impreffion they had made upon the 
croud of ignorant hearers, who ' had been coin* 
pletely duped. They then make a frefh appoint* 
mentj the difpute is taken up again; the hypo- 
critical advocate for religion makes a new difplay 
of his zeal, but fubmits to the fuperior arguments 
of AtHeifm. At length the. police, informed of 
their game, attempted to put a ftop to it: but it 
was too late ; thefe Ibphifms had fpread through 
the different focieties, never to be eradicated. 
Hence arofe, in great part, that fury which fbori 
became fafhionable with all the youth of Paris; of 
difputing on matters of faith ; and that ftill great* 
er folly, of looking on objections as infupetabld 
which immediately difappear when, in fearch df 
truth, we feek to know it; and follow it, in fpiM 
of thofepaffions which militate agaihft it.- It was 
on’occafion of the coffee-houfe difputatiOns; that 
the lieutenant of the police upbraiding Diderot 
with propagating Atheifm, that madman proudly 
infwered. It is true> I dm On Atbtift ; and 
in it. «* Why, fir,’-’ replied the minifter, *« yoit 
“ would know, were you in my place, that ^vert 
<e had no God exilted, it Wodld have been ifectil* 
** fary to have invented one,” 


However 
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. However the brain of this Atheift might have 
been - heated, the fear of the Baftile put a period ( 
to his apoftlelhip. The minifter would have been 
more correft in his office, had he threatened him 
with Bedlam, We refer the reader to the Hel- 
vian Letters, where are recorded his numberlefs 
tides to a place there *. He was in fa£t the, bond- 
ing madman of the confpiracy. They wanted a 
man of this caft, who would utter all the abfurd 
and contradictory impieties which his brain could 
invent. Such are the ideas with which he filled 
his different writings; his pretended Philofophic 
^Thoughts \ his Letter on the Blind ; his Cede, and 
his Syftem of Nature. 

This laft work gave great offence to Frederic, 
who even refuted it, for reafons which we fhall 
explain in the Antimonarchial Confpiracy: and 
indeed D’Alembert always kept the author’s name 
a profound fecret. He would not even own it 
to Voltaire, though he was as well acquainted 
with it as myfelf. But Diderot was not the foie 
author of this famous fyftem. To build this chaos 
of nature, which, deftitute of intelligence , had 
made man intelligent, he had affociated with two 
other Sophifters, whofe names I will not mention 
for fear of error, not having paid fufficient atten- 
tion to them to be certain ; but as to Diderot I am 

* Letters LVII. and LVIII. 

4 

. Vol. I. N certain, 
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certain, being previoufly acquainted with him. 
It was he who fold the manufcript, to be printed 
out of France, for the fum of one thoufand livres. 

1 had the fad from the man who paid them, and 
who owned it when he came to know better thofe 
impious Sophifters. 

Notwithftanding all thefe follies, Diderot was 
neverthelefs, in Voltaire's eyes, the illuftrioas phi* 
lofopber , the brave Diderot , and one of the moft 
ufeful knights of the confpiracy. The confpiratora 
proclaimed him the Great Man j they lent him to 
foreign courts as the Admirable Man j yet when- 
ever he had been guilty of fome notable pieces of 
folly, they were filent, or even difbwned him. This 
was the cafe in particular when at the court of the 
Emprefs of Ruflia. 

Formerly, at all courts a fool was kept for 
amufement j fafhion had fubftituted a French Phi- 
lofopher, and little had been gained in point of 
common fenfe. But the Emprefs Catherine foon 
perceived, that much might be loft with relped to 
public tranquillity. She had fent for Diderot, 
judging his imagination to be inexhauftible. She 
clafied him among the moft extraordinary men that ever 
exifted* •, andfhe was correft in her judgement, for 
Diderot behaved himfelf in fuch an extraordinary 
manner, that her majefty thought it neceffary to fond 

• From Catherine, 7 Jan. 1774, V«l.€7, Let. 134, P. 2,86; 
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’ Kim back to the place he came from. He con- 
loled faimfelf> in his difgrace, with the idea that 
the Ruffians were not yet ripe for the fublimity of 
his philofophy. He fet off for Paris in a bannian, 
with a velvet cap on his head. His footman, like 
a king at arms, preceded j and when they were to 
pafs through any town or village, he would cry 
out to the gazing multitude, “ it is Diderot the 
Great Man that is palling *. Such was his equi- 
page from Peterlburg to Paris. There he was to 
fripport the character of the extraordinary man, 
whether writing in his ftudy, or dealing out in 
divers companies his philofophic abfurdities j al- 
ways • the boibm friend of D’Alembert, and the 
admiration of the other Sophifters. He finilhed 
his apoftlelhip by bis Life of Seneca , in which he 
lees no other diflference between him and his dog, 
i>ut that of their drels j and by his New Philofo- 
pbieal Thoughts, where God is luppofcd to be the 
Animal Prototype, and mortals fo many little par- 
ticles flowing from this great animal, and fucccf- 
fively, metamorphofed into all forts of animals 
until the end of time, when they are all to return 
to the divine fubftance whence they had originally 
emanated f. 


• Feller’s Hiftorical Diftionary, 

t New Philofophical Thoughts, Page 17 and 18. The 
whole is cxpofed in the Helvian Letters, XL 1 X. 

N a 
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D’Alejn- 

bert’s 

iervices. 


Diderot would madly utter in public all thofe 
abfurdities which Voltaire would impioufly aflert. 
It is true, that none of them gained credit ; but 
religious truths were enfeebled by thefe affertions , 
wrapped in frothy difeourfe and philofophic pomp. 
Men ceafe to believe the religion of Chrift, thus 
perpetually reviled in thefe writings j and that was 
all the Sophifters aimed at. The part which Di- 
derot atted was thereby rendered lb elfential to 
the confpiracy. 

Who can reconcile this antichriftian zeal, ever 
emphatic, and in a Hate of ebullition when his 
imagination is heated, with that real admiration 
which he often expreffed for the Gofpel ? The fol- 
lowing anecdote I had from Mr* Beauzee a mem- 
ber of the academy. Going one day to fee Dide- 
rot, he found him explaining a chapter of the Gof- 
pel to his daughter, as ferioufly and with as much 
concern as the moft Chriftian parent could have 
done. Mr. Beauzee exprefled his furprize. ** 1 
'* underlland you,” faid Diderot j “ but let me 
“ afk where could I find better lelfons to give 
« her ?” 

D’Alembert would never have made liich an 
avowal as this. Though the conftant friend of Di- 
derot, we find throughout their lives, and in their 
philofophic courfe, that lame difference which 
marked their firll eflays in the apoftlelhip. Dide- 
rot lpokc out whatever he thought at the moment, 

' D’Alembert 
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D’Alembert never faid a word but what he wilhed 
to fay. I will defy any one to find his real opi- 
nion on God, or on the foul, except in his private 
correfpondence with the confpirators. His works 
have all. the obfeurity arid cunning of iniquity, 
but he is the fox that infefts and then burrows 
himfelf. fiafier would it be to follow the mean- 
derings of the eel, or trace the windings of the ier- 
pent gliding through the grafs, than to difeover 
the tortuous courfe he follows in thofe writings 
which' he owns*, 

No 

t 

• From the criticifm made of his works in our Helvian 
Letters the refult is this: D’Alembert will never declare 
himielf a fceptic, or fay whether he knows of the exiftence of 
a God or not. He will even let you fiippofe that he believes 
v in God ; and then begin by attacking certain proofs of a 
Deity * he will tell you that, from zeal for the Deity, man 
muJft know how to choofe among thofe proofs. He will end 
by attacking £hejn all, with a yes on one object, and a qo a 
little while after on the fame ; he will eptangle the minds of 
his readers, he will raife doubts in them, and fmile to fee them 
fallen without perceiving it, into the very fnare he had pre- 
pared for them. He never tells you to attack religion, but 
he will tempt you with a Hand of arms, or place them in your 
hands ready for combat. (See his Elements of Pkilofophy and Dur 
Helvian Utters , let . xxxvii.) He will never declaim againft 
the morality of the church, or the commandments of God ; 
blit he will tell you that there does not exift a Jingle catechifm on 
morality fitted to the capacities of youth ; and that it is to be 
hoped there will at length appear a Philofopher who will fup- 
ply that defideratum (See Elem. of Phil. No. 12.). He will not 

N 3 pretehd 
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No body was ever more true to Voltaire's 
maxim of Jlrike, but conceal your band. The 
avowal he makes of his bows to religion, while he 
is driving to pull, it to pieces *, might fave the 
hiftorian the trouble of feeking thole numerous 
proofs with which the works of this Sophiftcr 
abound. To make himlelf amends for the per* 
petual reftraint under which, from his dUIimulation, 
he was himlelf forced to write, by means of his pu« 
pils, or in their produftions, he would fpeak more 
boldly. When he returned them their worksj he 
would artfully infinuate an article, or plan a pre- 
face i but fo much the worfe for the pupil, if he 
underwent the punilhment incurred by the matter^ 
Morellet, dill a youth, though already a graduate 
among the divines of the Encyclopedia, had juft 
publilhed his firft eflay in philofophifm. This 

pretend to deny the fweets of virtue ; but he will tell you, 
“ that philofophers would have better known our nature* 
“ had they been fatisfied with limply confining the happinefs 
“ of this life to the exemption from pain.” ( Preface to the 
’Encyclopedia.) He will not offend the reader by obfeene de- 
feriptions, but he will tell him, Art. happiness, “ Men aft 
“ agree as to the nature of happinefs ; they declare it to be 
** the fame as pleafure, or at lead that they are indebted to 
“ pleafure for all that is mod delicious in it.” And thus bis 
young pupil is transformed into an Epicurean without know- 
ing it. 

• From D’Alembert, 3 Jan. 1765, Vol. 68, Let. 15 1, P. 333, 
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was a manual with which Voltaire was enchanted ; - 

above all he valued the Preface j it was one of the 
JineJt lajbes ever given by Protagoras, The youth 
was taken up and fent to the Baftile. The real 
Protagoras, or D’Alembert, who had fo well 
taught him the art of lajhing, never owned the 
whip, as may be fuppoled *. . 

On the whole, D’Alembert would have been 
but of little ufe to the Conlpirators, had he con- 
fined himfelf to his pen. In fpite of his quibbling 
ftyle, and of his epigrams, his talent of wearying 
his readers left them an antidote. Voltaire,, by He is 
giving him another million, better fuited his ge- 
nius. He had referved to himfelf the minifters, training 
dukes, princes, and kings, and all thole fuffici- youth * 
Cntly initiated to forward the Confpiracy ; but 
charged D’Alembert with the care of training the 
young adepts : “ Endeavour ,” he Writes .exprefsly, 

** endeavour on your -part to enlighten youth as much 
as you are able f.” 

Never was million more a&ively, more zea- 
loufly, nor more ably fulfilled. It is to be re- 
marked, that however fecret D’Alembert may 
have been in all the other parts he a<5ted in the 
conlpiracy, he was not unwilling that his zeal in 
this particular Ihould be obferved. He was the 

* To Thiriot, 26 Jan. 1762, Vol. j7,Let. 157, P. 320. 
f To D’Alembert, ij Sept. 1762, Vol. 68, Let. i04,P.zi4. 

n 4 
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general prote&or of all young men who came to 
Paris poflefied of any talents. Had they any for- 
tune of their own, he dazzled them with crowns, 
premiums, and even with the academic (eats, of 
which he abfolutely dilpofed, either as perpetual 
fecretary, or as being irrefiftible in all thole petty 
intrigues wherein he fo much excelled. The 
reader has already feen what a mafter-ftroke it 
was for the. Conlpirators to have filled with 
their adepts this tribunal of European Manda- 
rines preliding over the empire of letters. But 
his power in this point extended far beyond Paris. 
He writes to Voltaire, “ I have juft got Helve- 
“ tius and the Chevalier de Jeaucourt admitted 
into the academy at Berlin.” 

D’Alembert was particularly attentive to fuch 
of the adepts as were intended to train others, or 
to fulfil the functions of private or public pro- 
feffors, or of tutors in private families j but par- 
ticularly in the latter, when the pupil, by his rank 
or wealth, might hereafter be a proteftor of the 
Conlpirators, or more amply remunerate his 
teacher. This was the true method of imbuing 
youth with the real principles of the conlpiracy. 
D’Alembert was perfectly aware of its import- 
ance, and took his meafures fo well that he fuc- 
ceeded in fpreading fuch tutors and preceptors 
throughout all the countries of Europe, and de- 

ferve<l 
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and when they placed the Abbes de Condilhac 
and De Leire at the head of his Inftru&ors, they 
flattered themfelves with having fucceeded j as 
they litde thought that thefe two men were to 
inlpire the young prince with the irreligious ideas 
of the Sophifters. The Abbe de Condilhac, in 
particular, had by no means the reputation of an 
Encyclopedian Philofopher j and it was long ere 
they became fenfible of their error, which could 
only be remedied by the total fubverfion of all 
that thefe tutors had done. The whole would 
have been Torefeen, had they known that Condil- 
hac was the particular friend of D’Alembert, who 
always looked upon him as a man precious to the 
felf- created Philofophersj or had they known that 
the choice of thefe two men Was only the effe<5fc 
of an intrigue in which Voltaire glories, when he 
writes to D’Alembert, “.It appears to me that 
“ the Parmefan child will be well filrrounded j he 
will have a Condilhac and a De Leire. If, with 
“ all that, he is a bigot, grace muft be powerful 
“ iudeed*." 

Thefe wifhes and artifices of the Seft were fo 
well propagated, that, in fpite of Louis the 
XVIth’s attachment to religion, they fought to 
place new Condilhacs about the heir to the crown j 

* To D’Alembert, 17 Nov. 1760, Vol. 68, Let. 77, P. 174, 
and from D’Alembert, 3 Jan. 1765, Let. 15 1, P. 335. 
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and as they fucceeded in difcarding thebilhops 
from the education of the young Dauphin, they 
' would willingly have excluded all ecclefiaf- 
tics; but, defpairing of lb complete a luccels, 
they fought to make the choice fall on lome 
clergyman who, like Condilhac, would infpire 
the illuftrious pupil' with the principles of the 
Sophifters. I am acquainted with one of thole 
men with whom they dared to tamper. They 
offered him the place of tutor to the Dauphin, 
being, as they faid, fure of getting it for him, 
and of thereby making his fortune ; but on condir 
tion that when he taught the young prince his 
Catechifm, he would take care to inlinuate, that 
all religious do&rine, as well, as all the myfteries 
of Chriftianity, were only prejudices and popular 
errors, of which a prince' Ihould indeed be in- 
formed, but which he Ihould never believe : 
and that in his private leffons he would inllil, as 
true • doftrine, all the errors of Philofophifm.— 
Fortunately, this prieft anfwered, that he knew 
not how to facrifice his duty to his fortune ; more 
fortunately ftill, Louis XVI. was not a man to 
encourage fuch intrigues. The Duke D’Har- 
court, named to prefide at -the education of the 
Dauphin, took the advice of fome bilhops, and 
chofe (to read leftures on religion to his pupil) 
a clergyman perfectly competent to the talk, as 
he was then fuperior of the College of La Fleche. 

Alas! 
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Alas! why.muft we felicitate this tender, youth 
on his premature death ? While yet the Sophifters 
of infidelity could not flatter themfelves with the 
fubverfion of the throne of his anceftors, were 
they not infufing their 'poifons to transform him 
at leaft into an impious king? And when the 
throne was overturned, would he, more than his 
young brother, have efcaped the hands of the So- 
phifters of rebellion ? 

Many other adepts, with the fame zeal to en- 
throne Philofophifm and to prepare the way for 
the Antichriftian Revolution in divers other 
courts^ fhewed alfo the fartie a&ivity. At Pe- 
terfburg they had befet the Emprefs ; they had 
perfuaded her, that fome Sophifter, and that of the 
firft clafs, ought to be entrufted with the educa- 
tion of her fon. D’Alembert was named, and 
the Count Schouvallow was ordered by his fove- 
reign to make the propofal in her name.— D’A- 
lembert Amply received the offer as a proof 
that Voltaire bad no reafon to he difpleajed with his 
mijjion, and that philofophy was Jenfihly reaching the 
throne*. Whatever advantages he might have 
expedted to reap from fuch a commiflion, he pru- 
dently declined j he preferred the petty empire 

* To D’Alembert, 25 Sept. 1762, Vol. 68, Let. 106, P« 
? 1 9, and the 2 Oft, following. 
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he fwayed in Paris as chief* of the adepts, to the ' 
precarious favour of courts, and of that in parti- 
cular whole diftahce from the center of the con- 
ipiracy could not have permitted him to aft the 
fame part in it. 

♦ King of the young adepts, he did not confine 
his proteftion to thofe of Paris alone j but to the 
remoteft parts of Ruffia would he extend his pa- 
ternal care ; he would follow their progrefs, (hare 
their deftiny, or proteft them in ' adverfity.— • 
When he found his power infufficient, he would 
have recourfe to Voltaire’s credit; he would write, 
for inftance, “ The poor Bertrand is not lucky. 

“ He has petitioned fair Kate (the Emprefs 
** of Ruffia) to reftore to liberty* five or fix 
tf giddy-headed Velches. He had conjured her, 

**, in the name of Philo fophy; he had drawn 
“ up, under that facred name, the molt elo- 
“ quent pleading that from memory of monkey 
“ was ever made, and Kate pretends ndt to un- 

derftand it This was as much as to fay to 
Voltaire, try in your turn whether you can fuc- 
ceed better, and do for them what ydu have fo ' 
often done for other adepts whofe misfortunes I 
' have made known to you. 

* From D’Alembert, i8Jan. 1773, Vol. 69. Let. 90, Page 
» 5 >* 
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Afpyto 

Voltaire. 


IBs petty 
fbcieties 
and clubs. 


This undcrftandlng equally fubfifted in all that 
regarded the confpiracy j little fatisBed with 
pointing opt works that were to be refuted, of 
with giving the (ketch of fome new impious bro- 
chure, he wbuld alfo be the fpy over every reli- 
gious author. It has often been an objedfc of fur-» 
prife, to fee Voltaire fo familiar with the anec- 
dotes of the private lives of thofe whofe works he 
pretended to refute, though generally they are 
flanderous, fometimes ridiculous, but always fo- 
reign to the queftion. He was indebted to 
D’Alembert for them. Whether true or falfey 
the latter always chofe fuch as could attach ridi- 
cule to the perfons of the authors, knowing how 
well Voltaire could fubftitute ridicule for proofj 
or wit for found argument. Thofe who doubt of 
this fatt may confult D’Alembert’s letters on the 
Pere Bertier, or the Abbe Guenee, whom Vol- 
taire himfelf could not but admire ; or thofe con- 
cerning Meflrs. Le Franc, Caveirac or Sabbatier, 
and on many others whom Voltaire hardly ever 
combats, but with the weapons that D’AlemberC 
had furnifhed. 

Voltaire on his part (pared nothing that could 
raife the importance of D’Alembert. He woukf 
recommend him to all his friends •, he would in- 
troduce him into every little fociety, or petty 
philofophic club j for thefe were already forming 
in Paris, to be one day abforbed by the great 

club 
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dub of the Jacobins. Some indeed would have 
been ftyled ariftocratical, as they were the weekly 
meetings of Counts , Marquiffes , or Chevaliers , per- 
fonages already too confequential to bend their 
knee before the altar of their God. Here would 
they debate on prejudices, fuperftition, or fanati- 
cifm. They would feoff at J. C. and his priefts, 
or finile at the fimplicity of the adoring popu- 
lace. They alfo thought of fhaking off the yoke 
of religion, leaving indeed juft what was ne- 
ceflary to keep the rabble in awe. The female 
adept, the Countefs du Deffant, held the chair, 
and ' continued her philofophic education under 
the particular direction of Voltaire, by whofe 
orders fhe ftudied Rabelais, Polymbrock, Hume, 
the Tale of the Tub, and other fuch roman- 
ces*. 

D’Alembert was far from being at his eafe in 
thefe ariftocratical clubs j he even difliked this 
female adept. Voltaire on the contrary, know- 
ing what advantages were to be drawn from 
them, wifhed him to belong to them all, and 
would introduce him by his letters. His intro- 
duction was lefs difficult into fome other clubs, 
and particularly into that where Mad. Necker 
prefided, when fhe had fnatched the feeptre of 

* Letters of Voltaire to Mad. Deffant, particularly 13 Oft. 

*7J9, Vol. 56, Let. 90, P. 182. 
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Philofophy from the hands of all the other adepts 
of her fex *. 

Our two chiefs mutually aflifted each other by' 
imparting their plans for drawing off the people 
from their religion. One, in particular! cannot 
certainly be omitted in thefe memoirs, it denotes 
too clearly the intentions of the confpirators, and 
it fhows how far their views extended. It was 
not indeed the invention of D’Alembert j but he 
was aware of the advantages Philofophifm would 
derive from it, and, ftrange as was the plan,' he 
flattered himfelf with the execution of it. 

It is well known what ftrength the Chriftian 
religion draws from the fulfilling of the prophe- 
cies, and particularly from thofe of Daniel, and 
of Chrift himfelf, on the fate of the Jews and 
of their temple. Julian the apoftate, in order to 
give the lie to Chrift and to the prophet Daniel, 
had fought to rebuild the temple. It is alfo 
known, that flames burfting forth from the earth 
at divers 'times, and devouring the workmen, 
had obliged him to defift from the undertaking. 
D’Alembert was not ignorant of this aft of the 
divine vengeance having been afeertained by a 
multitude bf eye-witnefles. He had undoubted- 
ly feen it recorded in Ammianus Marcellinus, an 

* To D’Alembert, 21 June, 1770, Vol. 69, Let. 31, P. 59, 
and to Mad. Fontaine, 8 Feb. 1762, Vol. 57, Let. 167, P. 336. 
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iauthor of unqueftionable authority, for he was 
the friend of Julian, and like him a Pagan. But 
this did not hinder him from writing to Vol- 
taire, You probably know, that at this prc- 
“ lent time there is in Berlin one of the cir- 
** cumcifed, who, expecting Mahomet’s para- 
* c dife, is in the mean time gone to wait on 
** your former difciple in the name of the Sul- 
tan Muftapha. Writing to that country the 
** other day, 1 mentioned, that if the king would 
K but lay the word, it would be a fine oppor- 
“ tunity to have the temple of Jerufalcm re- 
* f built 

That word was not faid by the former dif- 
ciple, and D’Alembert gives the following rea- 
fon to Voltaire : “ I have no doubt but that 
** we ihould have fucceeded in our negotiation 
" for the re-building of the temple of the Jews, 
** if your former difciple had not been afraid 
of lofing fome circumcifed worthies, who 
at< would have carried away thirty or forty mil- 
lions with them -j-.” Thus, in - fpite of all 
■*heir inclination to give the lie to the God of 
"*he Chriftians, even the fordid intereft of the 
^lonlpirators was to add a new proof to his doc- 
trines. 

■"* From D’Alembert, 8 Dec. 1763^01.68, Let. 12I,P.26i. 
-f - From D’Alembert, 29 Dec. 1763, Vol. 68, Let. 124, P. 269. 

Vol. I. O Voltaire 



194 ' THE ANTICHRISTIAN CONSPIRACY. 

' Voltaire had not, eighteen years after, given 
up the plan, nor loft all hopes of accomplifh- 
ing it. Seeing that D’Alembert had not fuc- 
ceeded with Frederic, he endeavoured to pre- 
vail with the Emprefs of Ruflia. He writes to 
her, “ If your Majefty is in a regular corre- 
** fpondence with Ali Bey, I implore your pro- 
M tedtion with hiih ; I have a little favor to alk 
“ of him; it is to. re-build the temple of Jeru- 
“ falem, and to recal the Jews, who will pay him 
“ a large tribute, and thereby make a mighty 
“ lord of him*.” 

Voltaire when nearly eighty ftill perfifted ifl 
this plan, by which he . was to prove to the peo- 
ple, that Chrift and his prophets were impoftorst. 
Frederic and D’Alembert were alfo far advanced 
in their career ; and the time was not far diftamr, 
when they were to appear before that very God 
•whom they had daringly ftyled a wretch, and 
againft whom they had never ceafed to diredt their' 
malice. 

I hive now laid before my readers the means 
and the induftry with which they fought to 
overturn the altars, to annihilate the dominion of” 3 
the faith, to deftroy the ‘priefts of God, and to 
fubftitute the hatred and ignominy of him. whom 
the Chriftians adore, to his religion. 1 had pro- 

• To Catherine, 6 July, 1771, Vol. 67, Let. 82, P. 172. 

railed > 
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failed hot fo much the hiftdry, as the real de- 
mon# ration of the Coftfpiracy ; and in expofirtg 
its object, its extent, or its means, I have not 
Teforted to hearfay or vague report, for proof.— 
My proofs are their own words j the compari- 
Ibn of their letters and of their mutual commu- 
nications carries conviction. My readers may 
henceforth reconcile this confpiracy, and its 
means, with that revolution operated by the Ja- 
cobins. They may already perceive, that the 
latter, in deftroying the altars of Chrift, only exe- 
cute the plots of the Sophifters their fore-runners 
and mailers. 

Was there a temple to be overthrown, or a de- 
predatory decree againft the church to be paired 
by the Jacobins, of which we have not already 
feen the plan ? Are npt the Marats and the Robe- 
fpierres figured by Voltaire in his Hercules and 
Bdlerophon ? And if whole nations are to be 
- crufhed in hatred to Chriftianity, have we not feen 
that wifh formally expreflfed by D’Alembert ? 
.Every thing teaches us (the hatred of the father 
^gaining ftrength in the bread: of the Ion, and the 
_£>lots propagating), that when force (hall coalefce 
^vith impiety, they can only generate a race brutal 
ferocious. 

But' this force to be acquired by the Conlpi- 
arators fuppofes a fuccelfive progrefs. Before it 
■could throw off the mafk, it was requifite that 

O 2 the 
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the number of the adepts Ihould be augmented, 
and that the arms of the multitude ihould be fe- 
cured to them. I am about to fhow their fiic- 
cefles under the reign of- corruption in the divers 
orders of fociety during the lives of the chiefs.— 
Hence hiftory will hereafter more ealily conceive 
and explain what they were during the reign of 
terror and devaluation. 
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CHAP. 
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CHAP. XII. 

Progre/s of the Confpiracy.—FirJi Cla/s of Protestors. 

—Crowned Adepts. 

t 

Voltaire’s grand obje&, as we have Teen, 
was to hurry away that whole clafs of men ftylcd 
by the confpirators the better fort, and infoie.into 
them his hatred for Chrift and his religion; to 
have left his golpel to none but the rabble, and to 
them only in cafe they could not efface it from 
their minds. Under the denomination of the bet- 
ter Jbrt, they comprehended all who were diftin- 
guifticd either by power, rank, or riches ; and, after 
them, all people of education or inftru&ion, and 
hoaeft citizens ranking above what Voltaire 
calls rttbble, footmen, cooks, &c. It is an obfer- 
-vation worthy the hiftorian, that the Antichriftian 
Confpiracy firft makes its progrefs in the moft 
ilhiftrious part of this clals; among princes, kings, 
emperors, minifters, and courts ; among thofe, in 
Ihort, who may be ftyled the great. 

If a writer dares not utter thefe truths, let him 
throw afide his pen ; he is too bafe and unworthy 
of treating fuch important lefToos of hiftory. He 
who has not the courage to tell kings, that they 

O 3 were 
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were the firft to league in the confpiracy againft 
Chrift and his religion, and that it is the fame God 
who has permitted the confpirators firft to threaten, 
lhake, and filently undermine their thrones, then 
openly to feoff at their authority; the man, I 
fay, who dares not hold fuch language is only 
abandoning the powers of the earth to their fatal- 
blindnefs. They would continue to hearken to 
the impious, to protect - impiety, and fupport its 
dominion, to let it circulate, and fpread from the 
palace to the city, from the towns to the country, 
from the matter to the fervant, from the lords 
to the people. And would not fiich crimes ca^ 
down vengeance from heaven ? Will not hea- 
ven have crimes too numerous to avenge upon 
nations not to curfe them with luxury and difeord, 
with ambition and eonfpiracies, or with all thofe 
fcourgCs which portend the downfal of nations ? 
Had the monarch alone throughout his empire 
raifed his head againft his God, who has told us 
that the crimes of the chief fhall not be avenged 
upon his people ? Once more, I fay, let the hif* 
torian be filent, if he dares not uttdr the truth. 
Should he feek the caufes of a revolution in its 
agents, he would meet a Necker, a Brienne, a 
Philippe D’Orleans, Mfrabeaux, and Robe- 
fpierres ; a confufion in the finances, factions 
among the great, infubordination in -the armies, 
the people agitated and dilquieted, and at laft fe- 
6 duced, 
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duced. Will he, by that, know whence thefe 
Neckers, Mirabeaux, or Robefpierres, have ari- 
fen whence this confufion in finance, this fpirit 
of fadtion, this infubordination of the armies, or 
the fcdu&ion of the divers claffes of the Hate ? 
He will have feized but the laft thread of the con- 
fpiracy. He will have feen empires in their ago- 
ny, but he will have overlooked that flow fever ' 
which confumed them, while the violence of the 
fit is referved to. that laft crifis which precedes dif- 
folution. He will deferibe the calamities which 
every one- has feen, but will he be the nearer to the 
remedy ? Let the hiftorian reveal the fecrets of 
the. inafters of the earth, to ward from them the 
conipiracy which fhall fall back upon them and 
what fecrets do we reveal ? fecrets publicly printed 
for thefe ten years paftin their own correfpondence 
with the chief of the confpiracy. It is too late to 
attack us on that point. Thofe letters were prin- 
ted, to the gre£t fcandal of the public, to difeover 
the favour of the impious man with the fovereigns 
of the earth; and when we lhow this protection 
avenged upon the fovereigns, it is not their fhame 
we are feeking to divulge, it is their misfortunes 
and thofe of their people, that we make known ; 
the remedy then fpontaneoufly manifefting itfelf, 
may avert or prevent much greater evils. Such a 
motive is more than an equivalent to all that could 
induce us to be filent. 

O 4 
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In the correfpondence of the confpirators there 
is more than one letter which depofes againft the 
Jofephll. Emperor Jofeph II. with all the poflible evidence 
ofGer- 1 f uc h teftimony, that he was initiated and had 
many, been admitted into all the myfteries of the And-* 
chriftian Confpiracy by Frederic. 

In the firft of thefe letters Voltaire announces 
his viftory in thefe terms: You have afforded 
“ me great pleafure by reducing the infinite to 
** its real value. •. .But here is a thing far more in- 
<c terefting : Grimm ajfures us, that the Emperor if 
“ one of ours. ’That is lucky ; for the Duchefs of' 

" Parma, his lifter, is againft us 
In another letter, Voltaire, exulting in fb im-t 
portant a conqueft, writes to Frederic, « A Bo- 
“ hemian of great wit and Philofophy, called 
<f Grimm, has informed me that you have initta- 
,e ted the Emperor into our holy myftertes f . Iff 
a third, Voltaire, after enumerating the princes^ 
and princefies whom he reckoned among the 
adepts, adds thefe words : < f You have alfo flat- 
“ tered me with the Emperor’s being in the way 
“ of perdition ; that would be a good recruit for 
“ Philofophy This alludes to a letter written 
by Frederic to Voltaire a few months before* 


* To D’Alembert, 28O&. 1769, Vol. 69, Let. 13, P. 27. 
+ ToFredej-ic, Nov. 1769, Vol. 65. Let. 162. P. 383. 
t To Frederic, 21 Nov. 1770, Vol. 65, Let. 181, P. 432. 

in 
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|n which he lays, “lam letting off for Silcfla, 

“ and lhall meet the Emperor, who has invited 
“ me to his camp in Moravia; not to fight, as 
“ formerly, but to live as good neighbours. He 
* f is an amiable prince, and full of merit. He likes 
^ your works and reads them as often as be can. 

** He is the very reverfe of fuperftitious. In fine, 

“ he is an Emperor fuch as Germany has not for 
“ a lohg time feen. We neither of us like the 
** ignorant and barbarous ; but that is not a reafon 
** -for exterminating them *, 

Now that we are acquainted with Frederic’s 
idea of a prince. The very reverfe of fuperftitious , 
pud who reads Voltaire's works as often as be can, 
his encomiums are eafily underftood. They 
truly point out an Emperor fuch as Germany 
had not for a long time feen , that is, an Emperor 
ps irreligious as Frederic himfelf. Both the date 
pnd the lalt words, but that is not a reafon for ex- 
terminating them, recals to our mind a time when 
Frederic, thinking the Sophifters too daring and 
hafty, fought himfelf to reprels their imprudence, . 
left it might overthrow the whole political fyftem 
of governments. It was not yet time to employ 
Juperior force, or to pafs the laft fentence. The war ' 
'againft Chrift then refolved on between Frederic 
pnd Joieph was not to be a war of Neros and 

♦ From Frederic, 18 Aug, 1770, Vd. 65, Let. i75,P.4i6. 

Dioclefians ; 
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Diodefians j it was filently to undermine. Such 
was that which Jofeph waged, as foon as the death 
of Maria Terefa left him at liberty to ad. He 
carried it on with hypocrify ; for Jofeph, as un- 
believing as Frederic, wilhed to be looked upon 
, / as a very religious prince, and would often pro- 

teft, that the flighted attack on Chriftianity was 
the mod didant from his ideas. During his tra- 
vels through Europe he continued to take the fa-* 
craments, and perform his Eader devotions at 
"Vienna and at Naples, with that exterior piety* 
which could not feem to coincide with the hypo- 
crify of-thofe of Voltaire at Ferney. He carried 
his diflimulatfon fo far, that in palling through 
France he refufed to call at Ferney, though very 
near to and fully expeded there by Voltaire. It is 
even laid, that in turning away he affededly obler- 
ved. That be could not bear to fee a man wbo, by 
calumniating religion^ bad given the fever eft blow. t9 
humanity. What credit is to be given to this afler- 
tion I will not pretend to decide ; but certain it 
is, that the philofophers did. neverthelefe look 
upon Jofeph as one of theirs. .This flight of 
Voltaire was foon pardoned. It was every where 
afierted, that the Emperor’s admiration had not 
diminifhed for the premier in impiety ; and that 
he would willingly have vifited him, but that he 
had refrained through regard to his mother, 
who at the felicitations of the friefts bad made 

him 
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him promife that be would not fee him during bis 
journey *. 

Notwithftanding his rderve and his dilfimula- 
tion, the war which Jofeph waged foon became 
one of authority and oppneffion, of rapine and 
violence j and was very nigh ending in the exter- 
mination of his own fubje&s. He began by the 
fupprefiion of a large number of monafteries j 
this. We have feen, was a leading feature in Frede- 
ric’s plan : he feized on a great part of the eccle- 
fiaftical property fo would Voltaire have done, 
for he exclaims. But I had rather plunder them : 
Jofeph II. tore from their cells and cloifters even 
thpfe Carmelite nuns whofe extreme poverty 
could afford no bate to avarice, and whofe angelic 
fervor left no room for reform. He was the firfl: 
who gave to the world the public ipe&acle of holy 
virgins driven to wander into diitant countries, even, 
as far as Portugal, to feek an afylum for their piety. 
Innovating at pleafure in the church, he only anti- 
cipated that famous conftitution of the clergy 
called civil by the Jacobin legiflators, and which 
prepared the way to the butchery at the Carmes. < 
The fovereign pontiff thought it incumbent on 
him to leave Rome and pals into Auftria, and, in 
the capacity of common father of the faithful* 

* See note to the letter of the Count de TouraiUe, 6 Aug. 
1777, Vol. 63, P, 387. 
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perfonally to reprefent to the Emperor the laws 
and rights of the church. Jofeph II. received 
him with refpeft, and permitted all that homage 
and public veneration to be Ihown to Pius VI. 
which his virtues and his dignity equally demand- 
ed. He did not, however, difeontinue his war 
of oppreffion. He did not expel the bilhops, it 
is true, but he gave them much trouble ; for,' 
conftituting himfclf as it were the fuperior of 
a feminary, he would permit no lefbures to be 
read, but by thole profeflbrs whom he had choien, 
and whole do&rine, like that of Camus, tended 
only to forward the grand apoftacy. At length 
thefe fecret perlecutions and depredations gave rife 
to murmurs. The wearied Brabanters revolted. 
Since that, we have feen them call in thole very 
Jacobins who, promifing them the free exercife of 
their religion, and more artful than Jofeph, we 
now confummating his work. Had they been left 
^tormented in matters of faith by Frederic’s adept, 
the Brabanters would have been left impatient 
under the yoke of Auftria : had they been fraught 
with greater zeal and affe&ion for the Emperor 
Jofeph, they would have better feconded, and 
had more confidence in the virtues of Francis II. 
They would with greater force have oppoied thiat 
invalion which we have feen extend to the very 
banks of the Danube. . Should hiftory lay the 
blame on Jofeph, let it look back to that day 
5 when 
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when he was, by Frederic, initiated into the myf- 
terics of Voltaire. It is the emperor adept that 
lhall be. found guilty of this war of extermination; 
which has threatened even the throne of his own 
XuccdTors. 

In the fequel of this work we lhall fee Jofeph re- 
penting of the war that he had waged againft 
Chrift, when he beheld philofophifm attacking 
both himfelf and his throne. He will then attempt, 
but too late, to repair his fault. He will fall a 
melancholy victim. 

Many other fovereigns are mentioned in the 
correfpondence of the confpirators, as having im- 
prudently engaged in thefe plots. D’Alembert 
complaining to Voltaire of the obftacles he fome- 
times encountered from the public authorities, and 
which he terms perfecutions , at length conloles 
•hhnlelf by adding, " But we have on our fide 
% the Emprefs Catherine, the King of Prufiia, 
“ the King of Denmark, the Queen of Sweeden 
“ and her fon, many Princes of the Empire, and 
** all England*.” Much about the fame time 
Voltaire writes to the King of Prulfia, t( I know 

not what Muftapha thinks (on the immortality 
** of the foul) ; my opinion is, that he does not 
c< think at all .... As for the Emprejs of Ruffia, 
_** the Queen of Sweden your Jifter, the King <f 

• To D'Alembert, 23 Nov, 1770, VoL 69, Let. 47, P. 83. 

Poland, 
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'* Poland \ and Prince Guftavus fort of the Queen 
K of Sweden, I believe that I know What they 
“ think 

Voltaire effectually knew it. The letters of 
thefe fovereigns could not leave him in the dark t 
but had we not thole letters to adduce in proo£ 
we now fee an Emperor, an Emprefe, a Queen, 
and four Kings, already enlifted under the ban- 
ners of the Conlpirators. 

Falfein- Jn bringing to light this horrid Confpiracy, 
to be let not the hiftorian abandon himfclf to falfe 
avoided declamation, nor draw inferences ftill more de- 
ingof the ceptive. Let him not pretend to fay to the 
adepL P co Pl^> Your kings have lhaken off the yoke of 
Chrift ; it is but juft that you fhould throw off 
that of their dominion. Such reafoning would be . 
to blaipheme Chrift, his doctrines, and his ex- 
■ amples. The arm of vengeance is referved to 
God alone. For the happinefs of fubjeCts, tO' 
preferve them from revolutions and all the 
horrors of rebellion, he alone can finite the 
apoftate on the throne. Let not the Chriftiaft 
apoftatize, but let him be fubjeCt to his lawful 
prince. To join revolt to impiety is not averting 
the fcourge of heaven •, it is only adding anarchy, 
the moft terrible of all political fcourgesj it 
would not be a bar againft the Sophiftcr of im- 

• To Frederic, 21 Nov. 1770, Vol. 65, Let. 181, P.432. 

piety. 



THS ANTICHRISTIAN CONSf»IRACV. 207 

piety, but the confummation of the Conlpiracy 
of the Sophifters of fedition againft the throne 
and all the laws of civil fociety. Such was the 
fete of the unfortunate Brabanters when in rebel- 
lion againft the Emperor Jofeph. They pre- 
tended to the right of rejeding their lawful 
fbvereign, and they are become the prey of Ja- 
cobins i they called infurredion to the aid of 
religion, and that. religion profcribes infurredion 
againft all lawful authority. At the time that I 
am now writing, the fulminating reports made to 
the Convention forebode thofe dreadful decrees 
which, levelling the religious worlhip, the privi- 
leges, and the churches of the Brabanters to the 
ftandard of the French revolution, fhall punifh 
them for their error. When therefore the hifto- 
rian fhall report the names of thofe fovereigns 
who unfortunately were initiated, and confpired 
againft their God, let his intention be to recal 
them to theis religion ; let him not be led away 
by falfe inferences fo - adverle to the peace of 
nations. No } let him infift on the duties which 
religion impofes on the people j let him teach 
them what they owe to Casfar, and to every pub- 
lic authority. 

Of the royal protedors all arc not to be Catherine 
elaffed with Voltaire, Frederic, or Jofeph. All 
had tailed of the impious cup of infidelity, but of R-ffii 
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all did not equally wilh to imbue their people 
with its poifon. 

Immenfe was the diftance between Frederic and 
this Emprefs, in whom the Confpirators placed 
fo much confidence. Seduced by the talents and 
homage of their premier chief, Catherine may 
have owed to him her firft tafte for literature j 
lhe almoft devoured thofe works which fhe had 
miftaken for mafterpieces, whether in hiftory or 
philofophy, totally ignorant, of their being dif- 
guifed folely to forward the ends of impiety. 
On the fallacious encomiums of the Sophifteni 
lhe boldly pronounced. That all the miracles in the 
world could never wipe away the alleged difgrace of 
having 'hindered the printing of the Encyclopedia *. 
But we never fee her, like Frederic (to obtain 
the fulfome flattery of the Sophifters) pay to im- 
piety a degrading court. Catherine would read 
their works j — Frederic would circulate them, 
compofe himfelf, and wilh to fee tjiem devoured 
by the people. Frederic would propole plans 
for the deltrudionof the Chriftian religion, Ca-- 
therine rejected all thofe propofed to her by 
Voltaire. She was tolerant by nature, Frederics 
only from necefiity. He would have been ne^ 
longer fo, had his policy permitted him, in fbl — 
lowing the didates of his hatred, to call in^ 

• From Catherine, 22 Aug. 1765, Vol.67, Let. 3, P.E.’ 

. a ftt 
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6 fuperior force to effect the overthrow of Chris- 
tianity *; 

Neverthelefsj Catherine was R royal adept* 
ihe had the fecret of VoltairCj and applauded 
the moft famous of our infidels f. She was even < 
willing to entruft the heir of her crown in the 
hands of D’Alembert j her name eonftantly ap- 
pears among the protecting adepts in the writings 
of the Sophifters, nor can the hiftorian fupprefs 
the feCt. 

* Thofe Who, as men of literature, fhall critieife the cor* 
frelpondence of this Emprefs, will find an amazing difference 
between her manner and that of the King of Pruffia. The 
former i^ that of, a woman of wit, who often plays upon Vol- 
taire in the moft agreeable manner* With her light ftyle and 
foil of tafte, fhe never forgets her dignity ; ftie at leaft will 
Jaot be feen to degrade herfelf to the grofs dialed of feurrility 
and blafphemy ; while Frederic in his, truly the pedantic So- 
J>hifter, will be as void of fhame in his impiety, as he is of 
dignity in his encomiums. When Voltaire wrpte to Cathe- 
rine, “ We are three, Diderot, D’Alembert, and myfelf, who 
** raife altars to you $ 99 (22 Dec. 1766, Vol. 67, Let. 8, P. 17) 

Ac anfwers, cc Pray leave me, if you pleafe, oir earth ; there 
Kt I (hall be more near at hand to receive your letters and 
" thofe of your friends/’ (9 Jan. 1767, Let. 9. P. 18.)— » 

Nothing fo perfedly French can be found in Frederic’s ; we 
only have to regret, that it was addrefled to a fet of infidels* 

Catherine wrote Voltaire’s own language in perfedt purity, 
while Frederic could have had little pretenfions to the hero, 
had he not handled his fword better than his pen. 

t From Catherine, 26 Sept. 1773, Vol. 67, Let. 129, 

^ - 280, and 7 Jan. 1774, Let. 134, P. 285. 

Vol, I. P 
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Chriftiern 

II. 

King of 
Denmark. 


The claims of Chriftiern VII. King of Peit* 
mark to the title of adept are alio founded on 
his correfpondence with Voltaire. Among the 
numerous fervices rendered by D’Alembert, I 
fhould not have omitted the pains he had 'taken 
to prevail on different powers and great perfon- 
ages to fubferibe to the erection of a ftatue in 
honour of Voltaire. I could have fhown the So- 
phifter of Ferney. modeftly prefling D’Alembert 
to colledt thefe fubferiptions, and in particular 
that from the King of Pruffia, who hardly 
waited their felicitations. This triumph of their 
chief was too defirable for the Confpirators, and 
Chriftiern VII. eagerly contributed. 

A firft letter, with a few compliments, might, 
not be thought fufficient to conftitute an adept, 
but we have Voltaire’s own authority for naming 
the King of Denmark j and befide, among thole 
compliments we find one exattly irt the fty leof 
Frederic, tc You,- are now occupied in delivering 
* c a confiderable number of men from the yoke of 
“ the clergy , the hardefl of all others ; for the 
• <f duties of fociety are only imprinted in their 
“ heads, and never felt in their hearts. It is well 
“ worth while to be revenged of the barbarians*.'-^ 
Unfortunate Monarchs ! Such was the language? 
held to Marie Antoniette, in the days of hei? 

% "... 

• From Chriftiern, 15 Dec. 1770, Vol. 67, Let. 44, P. 371 

prof— 
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pfofperity, by thofe corruptors. But in her mis- 
fortunes, when foe witneffed the loyalty and the 
ienfibility of thofe barbarians at the Thuilleries, 
foe exclaimed, “Alas! how have we been de- 
** ceivcd ! We now plainly fee how much the 
“ clergy diftinguifo themfelves among the faithful 
** fubje&s of the king*.” May the king that is 
led away by Philofophifm never be reduced to the 
fame experiment; may he learn at leaft from one 
' revolution, that there is a yoke more bard and ter- 
rible than that of the clergy, which Voltaire his 
matter had taught him to calumniate. 

It is our duty to add, that' with regard to this 
prince, as well as to many others who were fe- 
duced by the Sophifters, the confpirators had taken 
advantage of their youth. At that period of life, 
the writings of Voltaire could eafily make im- 
preffion on men who were not, becaufe they 
were kings, better verfed than other people in 
what they had not learned; nor were they able to 
difcriqpnate truth from error, in objects where the 
want of knowledge is more to be dreaded than in- 
clination or the pallions. 

* I heard this anecdote in the raidlt of the revolution; and 
4bch expreffions were neceflary to ihew that ihe was . reco- 
vered from thofe prejudices fhe had imbibed againft the clergy, 
and which appeared to have redoubled after the fecond jour- 
ney which her brother made to Verfailles. 

P 2 > 
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At the time of his journey into France Chrifc 
tiem was 'but feventeen years of age s but evear 
then, young as he was, he had, to ufe D’Alema 
bert’s expreflion, the courage to Jay ' at Fontaine- 
bleau, that Voltaire bad taught him fo think*. 
Men about the court of Lewis XV. of a dif- 
ferent way .of thinking, wilhed tO' hinder hit 
young majefty from learning to think ftill more 
like Voltaire, and from feeing in Paris the adepts 
or moft celebrated of his difciples. Thefe how- 
ever obtained admiffion; and to judge how well, 
they underftood improving their opportunity, we 
need only obfrrve D ’Alembert writing: to V oltaire> 
“ I had feen that prince at his own apartments* 
“ together with feveral of your friends. He 
“ Ipoke much about you, of .the Jervices that year 
** works bad rendered y of the prejudices you hadt 
« rooted out, and of the enemies that, your liberty 
“ in thinking had made you. You eafily guefi 
“ what my anfwers werej - .” D’Alembert has a. 
fecond interview, and again writes* “ The King 
“ of Denmark fcarce {poke to me but, of you# 
l< - - — I caii aflure you, he had rather have feen. 
<c you at Paris, than all the entertainments with, 

which they have forfeited him J.” This con.- 
verfation had been but of Ihort duration* but 

* From D’Alembert, 12 Nov. 1768, Vol. 68, Let. 239, P.494. 
+ From D’Alembert, 6 Dec. 1 768, Vol. 68, Let. 240, P. 496. 

$ From D’Alembert, 17 Dec. 1768, Let. 242, P. 496. 

5 D’Alembert 
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D’Alembert made amends in a difeourfe on Phi* 
lofbphy which he pronounced at the academy, in 
preience of the young monarch. Numerous were 
the adepts who were prefent, and they loudly ap- 
plauded; the youthful monarch joined in the ap- 
plaufe. Such, in fhort, is the opinion he carries 
away with him of that pretended Philofophy, 

(thanks to D’Alembert’s new le&ures !) that no 
(boner is he informed of a ftatue to be ereCted to 
the premier chief of the confpirators, than he 
(ends a very, handjom JnbJcription y for which Vol* . 
taire acknowledges himfclf to be indebted to the 
kfions of the academical adept*. How much 
thefe leflons have fince been forgotten by Chri- 
ttiern VII., I cannot pretend to fay. Events have 
taken place fince his Danilh Majefty had learned 
t» think from Voltaire, fufficient to have given 
him a very different opinion of the fervices that 
the works of his matter have rendered to em- 
pires. 1 

Similar artifices were made ufe of with regard Gultavui 

• w it r 

to (juftavus. King of Sweden. That prince alfo 0 f 
came to Paris, to receive the homage and lelfons Sweden. 
f*f the felf-created philofophy. He was as yet but 
Prince Royal, when, already extolling him as one 
whole protection was infured to the SeCt, D’Alem- 
(>ert writes to Voltaire, t* You love reason and 

* Te D'Alembert, 5 Nov. 1770, VqI. f 9. Let. 46. P. 8i. 

P3 «< LIBERTY, 
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" liberty, my dear brother i and one can hardly 
,f love one without the other. Well then, I here 
ft prefent to you a worthy republican pbilq/bpber, 

'* who will talk philosophy and liberty with 
( f you. It is Mr. Jennings, chamberlain to the - 

<c King of Sweden. He has compliments to 

« pay you from the Queen of Sweden and the 
*• Prince Royal , who in the North protect that 
“ pbilofophy lb ill received by the princes in the 
<f South. Mr. Jennings will inform you of the 
u progrejs that reason is making in Sweden under 
“ thofe happy aufpices* .” 

■ At the time that D’Alembert was writing this 
letter, Guftavus, who was foon to reftore royalty 
to the rights it had long fince loft in Sweden, was 
no doubt ignorant that thofe great men, whom he 
fo much prote&ed, wer e*Pbilo/opbers t fuperlative- 
ly republican. He was equally blind to the ulti- 
mate (and to him fatal) fruit of this conlpiring 
Philofophy, when on his acceflion to the throne 
he wrote to their premier chief, “ I daily pray 
“ the Being of beings, that he may prolong your 
K days, lo precious to humanity, and lb neceflaiy 
,f to the'progrefs of reason and true philo-— 

' " SOPHY f.” 

The prayer of Guftavus was heard j the days o^ 

Voltaire were prolonged > but he who was fud* - 

\ 

* From D’Alembert, 19 Jan. 1769, Vol. 69, Let. 3, P. 

+ From Guftavus, 10 Jan. 177a, Vol. $7, Let. 51, P- 378- 
6 denly 
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denly to fhorten the days of Guftavus was born $ 
he, grafping the dagger, was foon to Tally forth 
from the occult fchool of Voltaire. For the in- 
ftru&ion of kings, let the hiftorian compare the 
gradual fteps of this unfortunate prince, and thofe 
•of the adept and his aflaffin. 

Ulrica of Brandenbourg had been initiated into 
the myfteries of the Sophifters by Voltaire himlelf.. 
So far from rejecting his principles, lhe did not 
even feel herfelf offended at the declaration of a 
paffion which he was daring enough to exprefs *. 
When Queen of Sweden, fhe more than once 
preffed the Sophifter to come and end his days 
near her perfon-j-. She knew no means of giving' 
a ftronger proof of her ftaunchnefs in the princi- 
ples fhe had received, than, during Voltaire’s firft 
refidence at Berlin, to make the infant king im- 
bibe them with his milk. She initiated Guftavus, 
and wifhed to be the. mother of the Sophifter a9 
' well as of the king} and indeed we conftantly fee 
- both the 'mother and the fon ‘ranking together 
among the adepts of whom the Sophifters thought 
then^elves the moft fecure. Such then was the 
gradation of the unfortunate Guftavus. Voltaire 
initiated Ulrica, and Ulrica initiated her fon. - 


* It was for this princefs that Voltaire compofed the Ma- 
drigal Sou-vent un feu de V eritf. 

+ H?r letters to Voltaire, anno 1743 and 1751. Vol. 67. 

P 4 On 
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On the other hand, Voltaire initiated Condorcet, 
and Condorcet, feated in the club of the Jacobins, 
initiated Ankeftron. A pupil of Voltaire, Ulrica, 
teaches her fon to ridicule the myfteries and feoff 
at the altars of Chrift, Condorcet alfo, a difciple 
of Voltaire* teaches Ankeftron to feoff at the 
throne, and Iport with the lives of kings. 

When public report announced that Guftavus 
III. was to command in chief the confederate 
armies againft the French revolution, Condorcet 
and Ankeftron were members of the great club j 
and the great club refounded with the cry ofj 
Deliver the earth from kings! Guftavus waa 
doomed for the firft victim, and Ankeftron offered 
himfelf for the firft executioner- He left Payis^ 
and Guftavus fell under his hand *. 

The Jacobins had juft celebrated the apo- 
theofis of Voltaire ; they alfo celebrate that of 
Ankeftron. 

Voltaire had taught the Jacobins that the firjk 
of kings was a fuccefsful foldier : they teach An- 
keftron, that the firft hero was the affafiin of 
kings; and . they place his buft bgfide. that of 
Brutus. 

Kings had fubferibed to- the ere&ion of a ftatu$ 
to Voltaire ; the Jacobins ere£t one to Anke- 
ffron, ! 

* Journal of Fontcnaj. 

Laftty, 
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Laftly, Voltaire’s correfpondence (hows Ponja- Pon»* , 
towfki, King of Poland, to have been of the num- ir;,, g Zf 
ber of the protefting adepts. That king had Pol“«L 
known our Phjlofophers in Paris, and was one day 
to fall a viftim to Philofophifm 1 He had done 
homage to their chief, and written tjp him, “ M, 
f* de Voltaire, every contemporary of a man like 
* c you, who knows how to read, who has travelled, 
fi and has not been acquainted with you, mull; 

“ feel himfelf unhappy j you might be allowed to 
** lay. Nations Jhall pray t that kings may read 
* ti me Now, when the king has feen men 
who, like himfelf, had read and cried up the 
works of Voltaire, attempting in Poland the re- 
volution they had wrought in France j when, a 
viftim of that revolution, he has feen his fceptre 
vanilb from his hand, how different muff be his 
prayer? Does he not regret that nations have 
known Voltaire, or that kings have ever read his 
works? Thofe days which D’Alembert had fore- 
told, and which he longed to fee, are at length 
fome, and that without being forefeen by the royal 
adepts. When the misfortunes of religion fhall 
fall back upon them, let them read what D’Alem- 
bert lays to Voltaire, “ Your former illuftripus 
* e protestor (the King of Pruflia) began the 

dance j the King of Sweden led it on j Cathe- 

• fromStaniflaus,.2i Feb. 1767, Vol, 67, Let. 41, P. 367. 
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“ rine imitates, and bids fair to outdo them both. 
" How I ihould enjoy feeing the ftring run off in 
*« my time*,” And indeed the ftring has begun 
to run with a vengeance. Guftavus, King of 
Sweden, dies by the dagger: Lewis XVI. King 
of France, on the fcaffold : Lewis the XVII. by 
poiion: Poniatowfki is dethroned f: the Stadt- 
holder is driven from his country ; and the adepts, 
difciples of D’Alembert and his fchool, laugh as 
he would have done himfelf at thofe fovereigns 
who, protecting the impious in their confpiracy 
againft the altar, had not been able to forefee that 
the difciples of thofe fame confpirators would con- 
fpire againft their thrones. 

Thefe reflections anticipate, contrary to my in- 
tention, what I have to unfold in the fecond coji- 
ipiracy j but fuch is the union of the Sophifter of 
Impiety with the Sophifter of Rebellion, that it is 
hard to feparate the progrefs of the one from the 
ravages of the other. It is the intimacy of this 
union, that has forced us to lay before the eyes of 
the protecting monarchs one of the moft impor- 
tant leflons that hiftory could produce. 

I cannot conclude this chapter without remark- 
ing, that among the kings of the North, in whofe 
protection the Sophifters fo often exult, the name 

• From D’Alembert, 2 Oft. 1762, Vol. 68, Let. 107, P. 221. 
f And lince the publication of the firft edition of this 
volume is dead. He died at Peterlburg, Feb. ij, 1798. 

of 
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of his Britannic Majefty is not To much as men- 
tioned. This filence of the confpirators is above 
all the encomiums they could have beftowed. Had 
they fought a king beloved by his fubje&s, and 
defervedly foj had they fought, I fay, a king good, 
juft, compaffionate, beneficent, zealous to maintain 
the liberty of the laws and the happinefs of his em- 
pire, then George III. might have been extolled 
as the Solomon of the North, he might have been 
their Marcus Aurelius, or Antoninus; They 
found him too wife to coale fee with vile confpira- 
tors who knew no merit but impiety, and hence 
the true caufe of their filence. It is an honour for 
a prince to be omitted in their records, who in this 
terrible revolution has been fo confpicuous by his 
activity in flopping its progrefs, and by his noble 
generality in relieving its vidtims. 

It is alfo a juftice which the hiftorian owes to 
the kings of the South, to fay, that the confpira- 
tors, foTar from ranking them among their adepts, 
complained that they had not yet attained to the 
height of their fophifticated Philofophy. 


CHAP. 



TBI ANTICHRISTIAN CONSPIRACY, 


CHAP. XIII. 


Second Clajs of Protellorj~~Princes and Princejfes • 


Frederic, 

JLand- 
grave of 
Heffe 
Caffei. 


In the lecond dais of pjrotefting adepts, I fhafl 
comprehend thofe' perfons who, without being 
on the throne, ’enjoy a power over the people 
nearly equal to that of kings, and whofe authority 
and example, adding to the means of the confpi-* 
fators, gave them reafon to hope that they had no$ 
fworn in vain the deftru&iorj pf the Chriftian re, 
ligion. 

In this clafs of protestors Voltaire particularly 
mentions the Landgrave of Hejfe Cajfel. The 
care with which D’Alembert had chofen the pro- 
feffor of hiftory whom we have already mentioned, 
Ihows how much the Sophifter abufcd his confi- 
dence. 1 He 1 was much impofed upon when he 
confided in the philofophy of Voltaire; he per-' 
mitted him in fome fort to direSt his fiudies, and 
he could hardly have fallen into the hands of a 
more perfidious tutor. A letter, dated the 25th 
Aug. 1766, will fuffice 'to fhow in what fources 
the auguft pupil was directed to fegk leffons of 
wifdom : “ Your Serene Highnels has Ihown,” 

the 
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•die corniptor writes, ** a defire of feeing fome 
*' new productions worthy your attention. There 
“ is one that has juft made its appearance, en- 
** titled The Necejfary ColleSlion. You will find 
“ there, in particular, a work of Lord Boling- 
€< broke’s, which appears to me one of the molt 
r * forcible things' ever written againft fuperftition. 
•** I believe it is to be found at Frankfort ; but I 
“ have a copy of it fewed, which I will fend to 
** your Highnefs, if agreeable 

For a prince who really was defirous of inftruc- 
tion, what lefions were to be found in this collec- 
tion f The name pf Bolingbroke does not fuffi- 
ently denote how far they tended to pervert hi» 
religion; but we know that Voltaire often pub- 
lilhed, under that name, works far more impious 
than thofc of the Englilh philofopher; and that he 
Was the author of fevcral of thofe which he parti- 
cularly recommended in that collection. 

Left to himfelf for the fblution of doubts occa- 
sioned by fuch readings, and unfortunately preju- 
diced againft thofe who might have folved them, 
he threw himfelf headlong into ftudies which he 
had miftaken, for thofe of truth, and of the molt 
tranfcendant philofophy. When he could receive 
thefe lefions from Voltaire himfelf, theillufion was 
ib great, that his Highnefs would flatter himfelf^, 

• Vol. 66, Let. 63, P. 408. 

and 
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and really believed, that he had found a means of 
foaring far above the vulgar. He would lament 
the abfence which deprived him of the leflons of 
his matter, and,' thinking himfelf under real ob- 
ligations, would fay to him, <e I left Ferney with 
" the greateft regret. .... I am delighted to find 
** that you approve of my way of thinking. I try 
“ as much as pofiible to diveft myfelf of all pre- 
** judicesj and if in that I differ in opinion from 
“ the vulgar, it is -to my converfation with you, 
“ and to the perufal of your works, that I am folc- 
“ ly indebted for it*.” 

That he might give fome proof of his pro- 
ficiency in the fchool of Philofophifm, the illuf- 
trious adept was wont to impart to his matter the 
new difeoveries he had made, and which he looked 
- upon as unanfwerable objections agaihtt the facred 
writ. “ I have been, making,” he would write 
to his hero, ct for fome time paft reflections 
tf on Mofes, and on fome of the hiftorians of the 
t( New Teftament, to me apparently juft. Might 
,c not MofeS be a natural child of Pharoah’s 
<c daughter, whom that princefs caufed to be 
“ brought up ? It is not credible that the daughter 
“ of a king fhould have taken fuch care of a 
** Hebrew child, whofe nation was fo much ab- 

• To the Landgrave of Heffe 'Caffel, 9 Sept. 1766, Vol. 
66, Let. 64, P, 109. 
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** horred by the Egyptians Voltaire could, 
calily have folved fuch a doubt, by making hi9 
pupil obferve that he was gratuitoufly flandering 
the fair fex, whofe benevolence and tendernds 
would readily lead them to take compaflion on a 
child expofed to fuch danger. Many would na- 
turally do what Pharoah’s daughter did, and would 
lhow it ftill greater care and attention, as the 
child was expofed to national enmities. Had 
Voltaire wiflied to teach his illuftrious pupil the 
rules of found criticifm, he would have hinted* 
that to deftroy a fadt both Ample and natural, his 
Highnefs fuppofed one truly incredible : aprincefs 
who wifhes to give her child a brilliant education, 
and begins by expoflng it to be drowned, for the 
pleafure of going to feek it on the banks of the 
Nile at a. given time ■, an Egyptian princefs, 
who, loving her child, and knowing how much 
the Egyptians hated the Ifraelites, caufes this child 
to be fuckled by an Ifraelite, leaves it to believe 
that it was born of that nation, which its 'mother 
detefts $ and afterwards, to render this child odious 
to the Egyptians, perfuades them of the fame j a 
myftery ftill more Angular is, that the birth of an 
ipfant who became the man the moft tremendous 
to the Egyptians has always remained a fecret ; 
that 4he whole court of Pharoah obllinately be- 

* Ibid, i Nov. 17 66, Let. 65, Page 41 1. 
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lieved him to be an Ifraelite, and that at a tint# 
■When, to hare declared Mofes an Egyptian, would 
have fufficed to deftroy his. power with-the Ifraelites 
and to have faved Egypt. Such, arguments might 
have been ufed by Voltaire to make his High- 
nefs fenfible of the impropriety, in lbutld cri- 
ticifm, of combating a fad both iimple and natural 
by fiippofitioris thermoft diftant from probability* 
But as fuch fuppofitions were confonant with that 
hatred which Voltaire bore to Mofes and the ftcred 
tirrit, he was better pleafed to fee his difciples ig- 
norantly launching into infidelity, than to teach 
them the rules of found criticifm. 

Voltaire again applauds his adept when Ids 
Highnefs pretends that the braxen ferpent , ifolated 
on the mountain, did not a little rejemble the god 
Efculapius in the temple of Epidaurus, holding a 
flick in one hand and a ferpent in the other, with 
a dbg at his feet ; that the cherubim, difplaying 
the'ir wings over the ark, were not unlike the Jpbitui 
■with the woman’s head, the four claws, body, 
and tail of a lion; that the twelve oxen flooding 
under the braxen fea> and bearing that enormous 
VefTels, twelve cubits in breadth and five in height 
filled with water for the ablutions of the Ifraelites^ 

. bore a ftrong refemblance to the god Apis, or to 
the ox elevated on the altar and beholding all' Egypt 
at its feet *. 


* Ibid. 1 Nov, 1766. 
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Mis Highn.cfs concludes, (hat Moles appeared 
to have introduced among (he Jews many ceremo- 
nies which he had taken from the Egyptians** 
The hiftorian will ajt Jfaft remark, that it would 
have been eafy for the cpolpirators to have unde- 
ceived an adept who fought only to be inftrudted. 
iVhfle we lament his Highnefs having been the 
dupe to fuejh matters, we are in juftice obliged 
to fliow bow frankly he fought the truth, when he 
Continues writing to Voltaire : tc As to what regards 
-* {he New Teflament, there are ttories in it, of 
** which IJbould wijh to be better informed. I can- 
i)Ot underftand the maffacre of the innocents* 
**.How could King Herod have ordered all thole 
** infants to be flain, not having the power of life 
ct and death, as we fee in the hiftory of the Paffion, 
** wh(XC we .find it wa? Pontius Pilate, governor 
4t pjf jhe .Romans, who condemned Jefiis Chrift 
.** .to death f.” 

m hf referred to the proper fources of hif- 
jory, had he .cpnfiilted any other but that pro- 
fcffaf of hiftory which D’Alembert had given 
JhilQp pr any other .matters than thofe vain Sophi- 
ifter^, this prince, who wifted for and deferved 
Jbetter information, would have found this flight 
difficulty vanifli from before his eyes. He would 
have learned, that Herpd.of AJcalon , furnamed the 

# Ibid. f Ibid. 
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Great, who might have been more properly called 
the ferocious, but who ordered the maflacre of 
the innocents, was king of all Judea and of Jeru- 
ifalem, and is not the perfon mentioned in the 
Paffion. He wopld have farther learned, that the 
latter was Herod Antipas , who had only been able 
to obtain of the Roman's one-third part of his 
father’s dominions, and, being Amply Tetrarchof 
Gallilee, had not the fame power over the other 
provinces. There can be little room therefore for 
lurprifc at his not exercifing the power of life and 
death in Jerufalem, though we fee Pilate inviting 
him to exercife that right by fending Jefiis Chrift 
before him, as he had before tried and fentcnced 
St. John the Baptift. 

As to the ferocious Herod of A/calon , his lligh- 
nefs would have learned, that this prototype of 
Nero had caufed the infants at Bethlehem to be 
(lain by the fame power with which he had mur- 
dered Ariftobulus and Hircanus, the one the bro- 
ther, the other an oftagenarian, and grand-father 
to the queen * by the fame power alfo did he put 
to death Marianne his queen and her two children j 
Sohemus his confidant, and numbers of his friends; 
and nobles of his court, who had had the misfor- 
fortune to difpleafe him. Reading of thefe nu- 
merous murders, of this unheard-of tyranny, 
and particularly that this Herod of AJcalon , on 
the point of death, and fearing left the day of 

‘ hi* 
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his deceafe fhould prove a day of public rejoic- 
ing, had caufed all the chiefs of the Jews to 
be ihut up in the Circus, commanding that they 
lfaould be maflacred at the moment he him- 
felf expired ; fuch ledures, I lay, could have 
left little doubt in the mind of the illuftrious 
adept whether this Herod exercifed the right of 
life and death. He would not then have fuf- 
pe&ed the Evangelifts of forging a fa£t like that 
of the maffacre of the innocents j a faft fo recent, 
that many Jews then living hdd been witnefles of 
it. He would have reflected, that impoftors would 
not expofe themfelves to be fo ealily difcovercd, 
or in.fo public a manner (hamed ; and all his ob- 
jections againft this malfacre of the innocents 
would not have availed againft his faith in the 
Gof|>e]k 

But he was nurtured in the fame fentimenbs with 
his matter ; he ftudied the facred writ through 
the . lame medium ; and Voltaire, who had fallen 
into thoufands of the groffeft errors on the facred 
writings, carefully avoided referring his difciples 
to tbofe anfwers which he had received from the 
religious writers *. 

Though we blend thefe flight difcuflions with 
our memoirs, we will not add to the bitterntf, 

* See the errors of Voltaire in the Letters of fome Porta* 
gucie Jews. 
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with whiich fo many princes, whb have been ft - ' 
duccd by theft impious chiefs of the Sophifters, 
riow reproach themfelves. We will not (ay » 
them, " With What ftrange blindnefs were you 
** fmitteh ? It was yoUr duty to ftudy the facred 
" writings, to learn how to become Better, and to 
** render your fiibje&s more happy; and you have 
** debafcd yOurfelves by entering the lifts with the 
** confpirdtors, that like them you may dilute 
“ agaihft Chrift and his prophets. If doubts arifc 
“ oft religion, why appeal to thole who have (Worn 
*' c its ruin. The day Will come when the God 
“ of the Chriftians lhall raife doubts on your 
** rights, and will refer your fubjeCfcs to the Jaco* 
cr bins from their foluriort. They are in your 
<f dominions, feated in your palaces ready to 
“ applaud, as Voltaire did, your obje&ions 
** againft Ghrift and his prophets. Arifwer to 
** their fword the objections they (hake to yoUr 
** laws.” Let us forbear thefe refleflionS ; let us 
fimply remark, as hiftory muft, how very unfor- 
tunate theft princes muft have been; who,- feeklrig 
inftru&ion, had applied to men whofe fide obje& 
was to make them efficient to the deftrutftftm of 
the altar, as the firft ftep toward the overthrow of 
their thrones. 

The In the number of the protefting adepts hiftory 

Brerf- ° will find itfelf neceffitated to infert the names of 

wick. many princes whofe ftates at this prcfent mo- 
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xncnt feel the fweets of this new PhUofqphy. In 1 
the account given by D’Alembert tp Vojt^ire of 
thofe foreign princes who would not travel through 
France without doing homage to the conlpiring 
Spphifters, we fee him extol the Pr'me of Brunf- 
wick a$ deferring the kinieft welcome, and particu- 
larly lb when put in competition with the Prince 
t>f Deux Ponts , who only prote&s Fretm.wd, fueft 
Hie rsbbfcj that is to ,fay religious authors*. The 
Jacobin .army at this day proves which of thofe 
two princes was moft .miftaken in hisproteftion. 

It will be Hill better feen when in thefe memoirs 
we come to treat of the laft and deepeft confpi- 
racy of the Jacobins. 

To this prince we mull add Lou is Eugene Duke LouisEu- 
.of Wirfemberg, and Louis Prince qf Wirt ember fHUSwuid 
who . both equally gloried in the JelJbns they re- Louis 
oeivfd from Voltaire. The former writes to 
;|him»' , ‘ When at Ferney I think.myJelf a greater 
u ; plulofopher than Socrates bimfelft-” The Jat- 
rtcr, not content with encomiums on the premier 
$hfef, petitions for the moll licentious and the 
impious work Voltaire had ever penned, I 
, xpe*n the poem of Joan P’Arc, or the Maid of 
Orleans. 

•From D’Alembert, 25 June, 1766, Vol.68. Let. 18 3, P. 336. 

f From Duke of Wirtemberg, 1 Feb, 1763, Vol. 66, Let. 

,43, P. 380, 
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Charles Charles Theodore, Eleftor Palatine, would at one 
2^" time folicit the impious Sophifter for the fame 
Elector matter-piece of obfcenity, or for philofophic lec-; 
Palatine. ^^5'. at ano ther, he would prefs and conjure him 
to repair to Manheim, that he might there receive 
his lectures anew *. 

ThePrin- Even thofe adepts who, through modefty, 
Anhalt;- fhould have (hrunk back at the very name of fuch 
Zerbft. sl production, even the Princejs Anhalt- Zerbft, 
fends thanks to the author, who had been impu- 
dent enough to fend her a prefent more worthy of 
Aretine f. 

The hiftorian cannot but remark the eagernefs 
of thefe mighty adepts for fo profligate a work, 
as an awful teftimony what charms depravity of 
morals gave to the productions of the Sophiftere. 
The empire of the confpirators will caufe lefs 
furprife when we reflect how prevalent their So- 
phifms became over the mind when they "had 
once tainted and perverted the heart. . This is a, 
reflection which we reluctantly make ; but it is 
too appoflte to the hiftory of Philofophifini, and to 
the caufe and progrefs of the Antichriftian Gon- 
fpiracy, to be fupprefled. We know the reve- 

* The 20 Odl. and 29 Dec. 1754, Vol. 67, Let. 15 and 16, 
P-336-7* 

f From the Princefs Anhalt- Zerbft, 25 May, 1751, Vol. 
67, Let. 9, P. 329, and April 1762, Let. 35, P. 360.' 
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It ncc due to great names, but we cannot on (Hat 
cpnfideration conceal (he truth. Let thole look 
to it whofe fliame is brought to . the light, while 
longer to conceal it wouid be to betray at once 
their own intcrefts, that of their people, the fafety 
of their thrones, and that of the altar. 

■ , Her Highnefs Wilhelmina, Margravine of Ba~ Wilhel- 
reitb, ranking among the protecting adepts, a f- 
fords to the hiftorian the opportunity of laying vine of 
.Open a new caufe of the progrefs of the Anti- Bareitlu 
chriftian Sophifters, of the weight they acquired 
from the vanity of their, fchool, and from their 
. pretentions to a fuperiority of light above the 
yqlgar. 

„ It is far from being the lot of all men to argue 
with equal fuccefs on religious or philofophical 
topics. Without being wanting in the relpeCt due 
to that precious half of mankind, we may ob- 
ferve in general, I think, that women are nqt 
born with minds congenial with philofqphy, me- 
taphylics, or divinity. Nature has compenfated 
this want of refearch and meditation by the art 
of embellifhing virtue by that fweetnefs and vi- 
vacity of fentiment which often -proves a furer • 
guide than all oyr reafonings. They do the good 
peculiarly allotted to them better than we do.-*-. 

Their homes, their children, are their real em- 
pires, that of their leflons lies in the charm of 
example, more efficacious than all our fyllogifms. 

0,4 Rwc 
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fcut the female Sophlfter, philofophizifig Klee & 
Iftari, is either a prodigy Or A ftadriftfcf j artd pftt- 
digies are not common. The daughter of Necker, 
die wife of Roland, as well as Meldatncs da Def- 
iant, Defpinafle, Gedfrin, afld foch like Pariftah 
adepts, in fpite of all their preteiifioft to Wit, 
Can lay no claim to the exception. If the reader 
is indignant when he fihds the name of the Mar- 
gravine of Bareith On the fame line, let his in- 
dignation fall upon the man who infpired h<f!r 
with fuch pretenfions. Let an opinion be form- 
ed of the matters, by the tone fhe affiimed with 
them to infure their approbation. The following 
is a fpecimen of the ftyle of this illuftrioug adept, 
aping the principles and the jefts of Voltaire, in 
order to captivate his approbation at the expence 
of St. Paul. 

“ Sifter Guillemctta to Brother Voltaire, greet* 
te ing.-*-I received your confoling epiftle. I 
' " fwear by my favourite oath, that it has edified 

“ me infinitely more than that of St. Paul to 
fC Dame Eleft. The latter threw me ijnto a cer- 
“ tain drowfinefs that had the efffcft of opium, 
w and hindered me from perceiving the beauties 
ft of it. Yours had a contrary e ffeftj.it drew me 
“ from my lethargy, and put all my vital lpirits 
fC in motion again V’ 

* is Pec. 17s i, Vol. 66, Let. 7, P, 

We 
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Wt hive no knowledge of Any Epiftle -of St- 
Tatflto Dafoe Eleft ; btitSifter Goillemetta, like 
Voltaire, burlefqtring what flic had, as well £a 
what lhe had not read, means no ddubtto fpeatc 
of St. John’s Epiftfc to Efcfta. This contains rio 
other compliment but that of an apoftle applaud- 
ing the piety of a mother, who rears her children 
in the way of -life, exhorting her to charity, arid 
guarding her againft the difcourfe -and fchools o£ 
ftdtieen. It is rather unfortunate, that fuch lef-r 
ions fhould hare been opium for the illuftriona 
•adept. It is probable that Voltaire would have 
found a dofe in the following letter, had it come 
from any other hand than that of Sifter* Guille? 
metta. We will however copy it, as makirig 
an epoch in the annals of Philofophifm. We, fhall 
•fee in it the female -adept attempting to give lef- 
fons to Voltaire himfelf, anticipating Helvetius 
by mere dint of genius, and without perceiving 
•it copying Epicurus. Before fhe commences. 
Sifter Guillemetta aflbres Voltaire of the friend- 
fhip of the Margrave, and had carefully invoked 
the Genius of Boyle *. One day fhe thought her- 
felf infpired with the whole of it, and immedi- 
ately writes to Brother Voltaire, “ God, you fey 
** (in the Poem of the Law of Nature), has be- 
K flowed on all men juftice and confcience to 

* is Join, 1752, Vol.66,Let. iz, P. 540. 
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u warn them, as he has given them all that is 
“ needful. As God has bellowed on man juftiqc 
“ and conicience, thefe two virtues muft be in- 
** nate in man, and become an attribute of hisex- 
u iftence. Hence it neceffarily follows, that man 
“ muft aft in coqfequence, and that he cannot he 
jull or unjuft, or without remorfe, being . un- 
%< able to combat an inftinft annexed to his 
Cf .eflence. Experience, proves the contrary. If 
juftice was an attribute of our being, chicane 
“ would be. baniftied, Your counfellors in Par- 
* e liament would not lofe their time as, they do, 
" in difturbing all France about a morfel of 
(< bread given or not, The Jefuits and the Jan- 
fC fenifts would equally confefs their, ignorance in 
<c point of doftrine...Yirtue is barely accidental,.. 
w . Averfiqn to pain and love of pleafure have in- 
ft . duced men to become juft - - -Piforder can 
** beget nothing but pain. Quiet is the parent 
.** of pleafure, I have made the human heart my 
“ particular ftudy, and I draw my concjufiona on 
what has been, from what I fee 
There is extant a play intitled. Divinity dwin- 
dled into ' a DiJtaff. This letter of her Highnefs 
the Margravine of Bareith, dwindled into Sifter 
Guillemetta, may perhaps furni{h the fame idea 
for Philofophy. But, conligqing over the female 

• i Nov. 175*,. Vol. 66* het. 13, P. 331. . 
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Socrates to the Molicrcs of the day, the hiftorian 
will draw from the errors of this female adept a 
pore lerious leffon on the progrefs of the Andr 
chriftian Confpiracy. He will behold a new 
caufe in the mortifying limits of the human in*- 
telleft, and the vanity of its pretentions, which 
in certain adepts feem precifely to expand itfelfc 
in as much as nature had, from, the weaknefs of 
their underftanding, feemed naturally, to infinuate 
modefty and humility. 

Sifter Guillemetta fears for liberty, if it be true 
- that God has given to man a confcience, the .ne- 
•jceffary fenfe of right and wrong.. She was ig- 
norant then, that man, with the eyes that God 
has given him to fee and know his road, is 
neverthelefs free to go where he pleafes. She 
has made a particular ftudy of the .human heart, 
and yet fhe has not learned, that man often fees 
• •what is beft, but will do the worft! She thinks 
herfelf in the School of Socrates •, and, with Epi- 
curus, fhe only fees the averfion of fain and tbe love 
tffkajure-i as the principle of juftice and virtue. 
She tells us, in fhort, probably without even per- 
ceiving it, that if chicane is not banifhed, it is 
becaufe our attornies haye not a fufficient aver- 
fiop to indigence ; that if our veftals are not all 
chafte, it is becaufe they do not fuffieiently love 
pleafure j and’ after that, in prefence of her Highnejs , 
parliaments, ' Jefuits, Janfenifts, and undoubtedly 
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the whole Sorbonne, with all the faculty of divi- 
nity, muft confefs their ignorance in point of 

trine. 

Frederic With more genius, but left confidence in his 
^rin«of ° Wn ^^ts, Frederic William, Prince Royal of 
Pruffia. Pruffia, prefents us with quite another fpecics of 
adept. Indefatigable in the field of victory, he 
dares not anfwer for himfelf; he knows what he 
could wilh to believe, but not what he ought to 
believe j he fears to lofe himfelf in reafoning. His 
foul repeats that he muft be immortal » he fears 
her voice mifleads him, and Voltaire is to decide 
-for him. When in the field' of Mars, he has th<? 
confidence and activity of a hero but when he is 
to refleft on futurity, he has all the. modefty. and 
the humility of a difciple, almoit the unconcern 
of a fceptic. The authority of his matter is to 
fave him the trouble of refearch, apd that maftpr 
is Voltaire. " Since I have taken the. liberty of 
<c converfing with you, he relpeftfujly. writes, 
M fuffer me to afl?, for my own inftruftion onfer, 
te whether as you advance in years you find no ‘ 
" alteration necefiary in your ideas .on the nature 
“ of the foul. — .1 don’t like to bewilder myfelf an 
“ metaphyfical reafonings ; but I could wilh .not 
to die entirely, and. that foch a genius as yours 
" were not to be annihilated 

•, i* Nov. 1770, Vol. 66,. Let. 63, P. 416.. 
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Like a man who can afliime every tone, Vol- 
taire anfwered, “ The King of Pruffia’s family is 

* much in the right, not to content to the anni- 

* filiation of his foul. - - -It Is true, that it is not 
n Well known what a foul is, as nobody has ever 
" feen one. All that we know is, that the eter- 

nal Maifter of nature has endowed us with the 
-* faculty of feeling and knowing virtue. That 
w tins faculty forvives us after our death, is not 
rt demonftrated j but then the contrary is not 

u better proved. There are none but quacks 

** who pretend to be certain ; we know nothing 
•* of the frrft principles. Doubt is not sndgree- 
** able ftate, but certainty is a ridiculous one 
I know not what effeft this letter had on the 
Ferene and refpe&ful difciple ; but we fee the 
premier chief varying his means of power over 
Bis princely adepts, as much as he did Over the 
citizens of Haartem. When the King, Frederic, 

Wrote to hint in f6 refolate a tone, than once dead \ 
there is nothing left ; he takes care not to reply, 
ffiat Certainty is a ridiculous Jldte , that quacks only 
ire certain. No •, Frederic, King of Pruffia, is 
Otways the firft of philofophic kings f . And a 
week after, Frederic, Prince Royal, only wiJhes 
to be confirmed on the immortality of his foul ; 

*48 Ndv. ly^b. VoL 66, Let. 70, P. 417. 

' f From F/edferk, 30 Oft. 1770, Vol. 65, Let. 180, P. 

A*9» and to Fred. 21 -Nor. 1770, P. 433. 
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then it is, that, notwithftanding all the troubled 
and difquietudes of Scepticifm, the dubitation of 
the fceptic is the only rational ftate for, the true 
Philofopher. Such a ftate will fuffice,- as he then 
beholds his adepts no longer belonging to the re- 
ligion of Chrilt, and that is fufficient for his plans. 
He will lead the king materialift,- and refolute in 
his opinions, notwithftanding his own irrefolution 
and uncertainty, by encomiums and admiration. 
He leaves Eugene of Wirtemberg in aftonifh- 
ment at the mafter he coincides with in opinion* 
Wilhelmina of Bareith, more daring than her 
mafter, is permitted to argue. He cuts fhort* 
and threatens with ridicule and quackery, the 
humble adept who feeks to reclaim and allay the 
ire of his mafter. To one he didates his princi- 
ples; to another he peremptorily declares that 
man is condemned to a total ignorance of the firjt 
principles ; and he is not lefs the idoi of the afto- 
nifhed Princes. He does not the lefs transform 
them 'into the protectors of his fehool and of the 
confpirators ; and fuch is the. fuccels with which 
he flatters himfelf, that, writing to his dear Count 
P’Argental, he fays, <c At present there is 
" not a German prince who. is not a Phi- 
« losopher that is to fay, the Philofbphifl; 

* To the Count D’Argental* 26 Sept, 1766, Vol. $ 9 * 
iet. 270, P. 480 j and this is written as a proof of the great 
fuccefs the diftribution of bad books had had in that Utw 
fortunate country — See above, Page 139. 

of 
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of impiety ! There certainly are exceptions to be 
made from fuch an afiertion j but it will prove at 
leaft how much thefe abettors of impiety Battered 
themfelves with the progrefs they were making 
among fovereigns and princes,— and to whom im- 
piety was one day to prove fo fatal ! 
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CHAP. XtV. 

'Third Clap of Protestors. •** Mmifers t N td>Jeme*> 
and Magijlrates. 

It was in Prance that Philofophifm had taken all 
the forms of a true Confpiracy j and it was in 
France alfo, that it had made its greateft ravages 
among the rich and powerful. It had not gained 
the throne of Bourbon as it had many of the 
northern thrones i but it would be in vain for 
hiftory to diffimulate, that Lewis XV. without 
being of the Confpiracy, powerfully helped the 
Antichriftian Conlpirators. . He never had the 
misfortune of jpfing his faith j he even loved 
religion } but during the laft thirty-five years 
of his life, he fo little praftifed it, the diflolute- 
nefs of his morals and the public triumph of his 
courtezans anlwered fo little to the title of His 
Moft Chriftian Majefty, that he might almoft as 
well have been a difciple of Mahomet. 

. Sovereigns are not fufficiently aware of the 
evils they draw on themfelves by fwerving from 
morality. Some have fupported religion merely 
as a curb on their fubje&s ; but woe be to them 
who only view it in that light. In vain lhall they 

pre- 
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preferve k its tenets in their hearts it is their ex- 
ample that muft uphold it. Next to the example 
of the clergy, that of kings is the molt neceffary 
to reftrain the people. When religion is ufed 
only as a policy, the vileft of the populace will 
foon perceive it; they wiU look upon it as a 
weapon ufed againft them, and fooner or later 
they will break it, and your power vanilhes. If 
without morals you pretend to religion, the peo- 
ple will alfo think themfelves religious in their 
profligacy and how often has it been repeated, 
that laws without morals are a mere phantom ? 

But the day will come when the people, thinking 
.themfelves more confequent, will throw afide 
both morals and tenets, and then where fhall bo 
> your curb ? 

Such were the difeourfes often held by the 
Chriftian orators in prefence of Lewis XV. He 
without morals was foon lurrounded by minifters 
deftitute of faith, who could have feldomer de- 
ceived him, had his love for religion been ftimu- 
lated by practice. After the death of the Car- 
dinal de Fleury fome are to be found, the Maref- 
chal de Belleifle and Mr. de Bertin for example, 
who are not to be confounded in that clafs of 
adepts j but then we fucceffively find near his 
perfon Mr. Amelot in the foreign department, 

Mr. D’Argenfon in the fame ; the Duke de Choi- 
fcul, de Praflin and Mr. de Malelherbes, alfo the 

Vot. I. R Mar- 


x 



242 THE ANTICHRISTIAN CONSPIRACY* 

Marquife de Pompadour as long as fhc lived* 
and all thcfe were intimately connected with Vol- 
Mr.Ame- taire, and initiated in his Confpiracy, We. have 
!o£ ‘ fcen him make application to Mr. Amelot on, the 
deftru&ion of the clergy. This minifter had luf- 
ficient confidence in Voltaire to intruft him with 
a fecret and important million to the King of 
Pruflla i and Voltaire, in return, does not conceal 
from him the ufe he had made of his million 
againft the church. He confided no lefs in that 
Dukede Duke de Prajlin , to whom he had fent his me* 
Praflm. mor j a j on t jj £ t i t he S> in hopes of depriving the . 
clergy of the greateft part of their fuftenance * 
This confidence from the premier chief fuffi- 
ciently denotes the fentiments of thofe men to 
whom he fent his plans for execution. 

Marquis A minifter whole allkluity in correfponcfiog 
D*A rgen- w j t j 1 Voltaire indicates more clearly their perfeA 
coincidence with each other, was the Marquis 
D'Argenfon^ whom we have already noticed 
tracing the plan for the deftrutftion of the reli- 
gious orders. It was he who firft prote&ed Vol- 
taire at Court and with the Marquife de Pom- 
padour ; he was alfo one of the moft impious of 
his difciples ; and to him it is that Voltaire 
writes conftantly, as to one of the adepts with 

• To Count D*ArgentaI, 20 June, 1764, Vol. 58, Let. 130* 
P. 243. 

whom 
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Whom he was moft intimate. In fad, he appears 
Snore refolute in his antireligious opinions than 
his matter j his Philofophifm coincided more with 
that of the King of Pruffia’s } for he was alfo 
convinced that he was not two-fold, and that he 
had nothing to fear or hope for, when once his 
body Ihould reft in eternal fleep *. 

More zealous for the reign of impiety, and Duke do 
more adive than the Marquis D’Argenfon, the Choifeul * 
Duke de Cboijeul better knew and more power- 
fully feconded the fchemes of Voltaire. We have 
already, feen him extolling this great protedor 
in his quarrels with the Sorbonne ; we have al- 
ready feen why this Duke, adopting and preffing 
the execution of D’Argenfon’s plans againft the 
religious orders, began by that of the Jefuits. 

It would be ufelefs to dwell long on this minifter $ 
his impiety is but too well authenticated. 

Thus did each of this feries of Antichriftiart jfcfalet 
minifters partially anticipate the Jacobins in the herbesbe- 
overthrow of the altar. It was to the man who revolu- 
was one day to fee that very revolution in all its don* 
horrors, and at length fall a vidim to it, that 
i thefe impious chiefs pay their greateft homage j 
t it was to him that they were chiefly indebted t 
■ and this protedor of the Conlpiracy againft his 


It 


* See, in the General Correfpondence, the letters of Mr* 
D’Argenfon* 
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God was Malejherbes. This name, I am aware* 
will recal to mind many moral virtues ; it will 
recal his benevolence when alleviating the rigor 
.of the prifons, when remedying the abufe of the 
Lettres de Cachet ; but France fhall, nevertheleis, 
demand of him her temples that have been 
deftroyed j for it was he who above all other 
minifters abufed his authority to eftablifh the 
reign of impiety in France. D’Alembert, who 
knew him well, always vouches for his reluc- 
tantly executing the Juperior orders iffued in favor 
of religion, and for his favoring Philofbphilm 
whenever circumftances would permit •, and un- 
fortunately he knew but too well how to avail 
himfelf of circumftances. By his office he par- 
ticularly prelided over the laws relative to the 
prefs ; but with a fingle word he effaced all dif* 
tindtions in books, whether impious, religious, or 
feditious ; he declared them all to be a mere objeH 
of commerce. 

I.ibertyof Let politicians of other nations argue on tjie 
dangeroas liberty of the prefs in confequence of what ex- 
in France, perience has taught them in their own countries ) 
but it is'an incontrovertible fadt, that France owes 
the misfortunes of the revolution to the great 
abufe of the prefs, and to an adtual inundation 
of bad books at firft only impious, but latterly 
both impious and feditious. There were alfo 
many caufes peculiar to France which rendered 

the 
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the abufc of the preis more fatal than elfe- 
where. x 

Without pretending to raife the merit of the 
French writers, it may be obferved (and I have 
often heard foreigners repeat it) that there is a 
certain clearnefs, procefs, and method, peculiar 
to them, which by putting our French books 
more within the reach of the generality of 
readers, makes them in fome fort more popular 
and thence more dangerous when bad. 

Our frivoloufnefs may be a failing; but that 
failing made a book more fought for in France 
than would the profoundeft meditations of an 
JEnglifhman. Neither truth nor error could 
pleafe a Frenchman when latent ; he likes to fee 
dearly; epigram, farcafm, and all that may be 
palled wit, is what he delights in. Even blaf- 
phemy, elegantly fpoken, will not difpleafe a 
nation unhappily gifted with the talent of laugh- 
ing on the moft ferious fubjetts, and who will 
pardon every failing in him who can divert 
them. It was to this unfortunate tafte that the 
impious writings of Voltaire owed their chief 
fuccefs. 

Whatever may be the reafon, the Englilh alfb 
have their books againft the Chriftian religion ; 
they have their Collins, their Hobbes, their 
Woolftons, and many others, among whom is 
to be found; in fubftance, all that our French 

R 3 Sophif- 
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Sophifters have only repeated after their way, 
that is to fay, with that art which adapts every 
thing to the moft vulgar minds. In England 
Hobbes and Collins are almoft forgotten or 
unknown. Bolingbrokc and other authors of the 
fame clafs are little read, though of greater merit 
as literary men, by a people who knows how to 
occupy itfelf with other things. In France, from 
the idle Marquis or Counteis to the attorney’s 
clerk, or even to the petty citizen, who had far 
other occupations, theft: impious productions, and 
particularly Voltaire’s, were not only read, but 
each would have his opinion, and criticife every 
new publication of the fort. The French, in 
general, were great readers, and every citizen 
would have his library. Thus in Paris a book- 
feller was fure of felling as many copies of the 
moft pitiful performance, as are generally fold in 
London of a work of no fmall merit. 

In France an author was as paflionately cried 
up as a faihion j the Englilhman, who deigns to 
read his work, pafles judgment on it and remains 
unconcerned. Can this arife from good Senfe 
or indifference, or may it not be- a mixture of 
both. Notwithstanding all the benefactions re- 
ceived from the Engliih, I will not pronounce ; 
neither flattery nor criticifm is within my Sphere j 
but an undoubted faCt, and which ought to have 
taught MaSeSherbes, is, that in prance, Stilt left 
$ thaq 
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than elfewhere, a book either impious or fediti- 
ous never could be looked upon as a mere article 
of commerce. The greater readers and argucrs, 
and the more volatile the French people were, the 
more the minifter fuperintending the prefs fhould 
have enforced the laws enabled to reprefs the 
licentioufhefs of it, which, on the contrary, he 
favored with all his power. His condemnation 
is recorded in the encomiums of the confpirators j 
it was he, they faid, who broke the Jhackles of lite- 
rature *. 

In vain would it be objected, that the minifter 
left the fame liberty to the religious writers. In 
the firft place, that was not always true, it was 
much againft his will that he fuffered works re- 
futing the Sophifters to appear f ; and what a 
minifter allows with. reluctance, he finds abundant 
means of preventing. Could a minifter be inno- 
cent, when letting a pcifon infufe itfelf throughout 
the public, under pretext that he did not forbid 
the fale of the antidote ? Moreover, however well 
written a religious work may be, it has not the 
paftions to fecond itj much more talent is re- 
quired to make fuch a performance palatable, 
Any>fool may attract the people to the theatre, 
but the eloquence of a Chrylbftom is necefiary to 

* To D’Alembert, 30 Jan. 1764, Vol. 68, Let. 128, P. 278. 

-J- To D’Alembert, 8 Feb. 1757, Vol. 68, Let. 24, P. 43, 
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tear them from it. With equal talent, he who 
pleads for licence and impiety \yill carry more 
weight than the moft eloquent orator who vindi-. 
cates the rights of virtue and morality. The re- 
ligious apologift requires a ferious and an attentive 
reading, with a ftedfaft defire of finding the truth, 
and fuch a ftudy fatigues j whereas, depravity re- 
quires none j in a word, it is far more eafy to 
irritate and throw the people into revolt, than to 
appeafe them when once put in motion. 

Malef- At length Malejherbes , feeing the revolution 
during the con ^ u mmated in the death of Lewis XVI, gave 
revolu- figns of a tardy repentance. His zeal in that mo- 
ti0B * ment did not hinder men who had deeply felt his 
fault from exclaiming, “ Officious defender, ceafc 
tf to plead for that king you yourfelf betrayed j it 
“ is too late. Ceafe to accufe that legion of re- 
“ gicides who demand his head ; Robefpierre h 
** not his firft executioner j it was you that long 
** fince prepared his fcaffold, when you fuffered 
** thofe impious works that called the people to 
the deftru&ion of the altar and of the throne 
u to be openly difplayed and fold in the porticoes 
“ of his palace. That unfortunate prince con- 
<c tided in you ; he had imparted his authority to 
<c you to reprefs the impious and feditious writers, 
“ and you permitted the people to inhale blaf- 
t( phemy and hatred of kings from a Raynal, an 
“ Helvetius, or a Diderot, and you pretended 
$ " only 
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u only a wilh fo encourage commerce. If then, 
c< at the prelent day, this people, in the frantic 
* c crifis of thofe poifons which you have circu- 
(( latcd through their veins, call aloud for the 
“ head of Lewis XVI. it is too late to make 
“ a parade of his defence, or to criminate the 
tc Jacobins.” 

Men of meditation and reHe&ion had long fince 
forefeen the reproach that hiftory would one day 
make to Malelherbes. They never pilled the. 
galleries of the Louvre, without exclaiming in the 
bitternefs of their louls. Unfortunate Lewis XVI.! 
It is thus that you are fold at the gates of your own 
falace! 

Malelherbes at length, leaving the miniftry, 
overpowered by the reclamations of the friends of 
religion, his fucceffors undertook or pretended to 
undertake, to enforce the former laws. But 
loon, under the title of Fables i the Sophifters 
fought to Ipread their poifon anew ; and, charmed 
with their fuccefs,- D’Alembert writes to Voltaire, 
(( The luck of it is, that thefe fables, far fuperior 
** to Efop’s, are fold here (at Paris) pretty freely. 
“ I begin to think the trade (of bookfelling) will 
** have loft nothing by the retreat of Mr. de 
u Malelherbes It in truth loft fo little, that 
the writers in defence of the ajtar and the throne 

• From D’Alembert, 8 Dec, 17(3, Vol, 68, Let. isi. 
Page ajg. 
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were the only ones thwarted in their publica- 
tion *. 

Meanwhile the confpirators carefully calculated 
their fucceffes with miniftry. At the period when 
Lewis XVI. afeended the throne, they were fb 
great, that Voltaire, writing to Frederic, ex- 
prcfics his hopes in the following terms : €C I 
* c know not whether our young king will walk in 
a your footfteps i but I know that he has taken phi- 
ff lofopbers for bis minifters y all except one, who is 
« unfortunately a bigot. . . . There is Mr. Turgot, 
“ who is worthy of your Majefty’s converfation. 

* We know of feveral excellent works which never could 
gain admiflion into France. Such was the cafe with Feller’s 
Philosophical Catechism, becaufe it contains an ex- 
cellent refutation of the fy Items of the day. We are ac- 
quainted with feveral authors, and we might cite ourfelves, 
to whom greater feverity was Ihown than the law could coun- 
tenance, while it was openly tranfgrelfed in favor of the con- 
fpirators. Mr. Lpurdet, of the Royal College, the cenfor of 
our Helvian letters, needed all his refolution and firmnefs tp 
maintain his prerogative and ours, by publishing that work 
which the Sophifters would fain have fupprefled, and that be- 
fore the firft volume was half printed. The fame cenfor in- 
voked in vain the power of the laws to flop the publication 
ofRaynal’s works. That feditious writer had daringly pro- 
fented his pretended Philosophic History to the cen* 
for, and, inftead of the probate, he received the reproaches 
of juft indignation. In fpite of cenfure or laws, however his 
work appeared the next day, and was expofed for public 
fale. 


“ The 
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** The priefts are in delpair. This is the 

“ COMMENCEMENT OF A GREAT REVOEU- 
“ TION 

Voltaire, in this, is correct to the full extent of 
the term. I remember. In thofe days, to have 
feen venerable ecclefiaftics bewailing the death of 
Lewis XV. while all France, and myfelf among 
others, were in expeftation of better days. They 
would lay, the king we have loft had indeed many 
failings, but he that fucceeds is very young, and 
has many dangers to encounter. They forelaw 
that fame revolution which Voltaire foretels to 
Frederic, and in the anguilh of their hearts they 
lhed tears over it. But let not the hiftorian 
blame the young prince for the unhappy choice 
in which Voltaire fo much exults. Lewis XVI. to 
fucceed the better in this choice, had done all that 
diffidence in his own abilities, or that the love of 
his fubjetts or of religion, could fuggeft. This 
we fee by the deference he paid to the laft advice 
he received from his father, from that Dauphin 
whole virtues had long been the admiration of 
France, and whofe death plunged it into univerlal 
mourning. This is again to be feen in the eager- 
pefs with which Lewis XVI. called to the miniftry refchaldc 
that man, who, in Voltaire’s language, was unfor- ^ceptedL 
tunately a bigot. This was the Marejcbal de Muy. 

P fo Frederick, 3 Aug. 1775, Vol. 66, Let. 94, P. 219. 

When 
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When the hiftorian fhall difeover the throne fur* 
rounded by fo many perfidious agents of its autho* 
rity, let him remember to avenge piety and Chrift* 
ian fervor, courage, and fidelity, in Ihort, all the 
virtues' of a true citizen, when he fhall treat of the 
memory of this Marefchal. Mr. de Muy had been 
the companion and bofom friend of the Dauphin, 
father of Lewis XVI. and fuch a friendfhip is more 
than an equivalent for the fcurrilous abufe of Vol- 
taire. The Marefchal de Saxe was foliciting, for 
one whom he protected, the place of companion 
( menin ) to the young prince. On being told that 
it was intended for Mr. de Muy, he replied, I will 
not do Mr. Le Dauphin the injury of depriving him 
of the company of fo virtuous a man as the Chevalier 
de Muy , and who may hereafter , be of great fervicO 
to France. Let pofterity appreciate fuch a com- 
mendation s and' O that the Sophifter could but 
hear and blulh ! 

Mr. de Muy was the man that bore the greateft 
refemblance to the Dauphin who loved him. In 
him were to be found the fame regularity and 
amenity of manners, the fame beneficence, the fame 
difinterefted zeal for religion and the public wel- 
fare. It was through his means that the prince; 
unable to vifit the provinces in perfon, was ac- 
quainted with the misfortunes and grievances of the 
people i he fent him to examine their fituations, and 
they were occupied together in feeking thofe reme- 
dies 
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dies which the prince's premature death, alas! hin- 
dered from being carried into execution. When, 
during the war, Mr. de Muy was called upon to 
give proofs of his fidelity in the victorious fields of 
Crevelt and Warbourg, the Dayphin would daily 
offer the following prayer for his fafety : “ My 
** God, may thy fword defend, may thy fliield 
“ protect the Count Felix de Muy, to the end, 

“ that if ever thou makeft me bear the heavy 
“ burthen of a crown, he may fuppoit me by his 
** virtue, his counfels, and his example.” 

When the God of vengeance inflicted on France 
its firft fcourgc, when the hand of death had 
ftruck the Dauphin, Mr. de Muy by his bedfide, 
bathed in the tears of friendftiip, hears the prince, 
in a voice that might rend the heart afunder, 
pronounce thefe laft words : <{ Do not abandon 
“ yourfelf to forrow. Preferve yourfelf, to ferve 
“ my children. Your knowledge, your virtues 
“ will be neceflary to them. Be to them, what 
“ you would have been to me. Beftow on my 
** memory that mark of kindnels j but, above all, 

** let not their youth, during which God grant 
** them his protection, keep you at a diftancc 
** from them.’* 

Lewis XVI. afcending the throne, recalled thefe 
words to Mr. de Muy, conjuring him to accept of 
the miniftry. Though he had refufed it in the 
preceding reign, he could not withftand the en- 
treaties 
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treaties of the fon of his departed friend. To i 
court univerfally affaulted by impiety, he taught 
that the Chriftian hero would, in no lituation, be 
afhamed of his God. 

When he commanded in Flanders he had the 
honour of receiying the Duke of Gloucefter, bro- 
ther to the King of England, at a time when the 
Catholic church Commands abftinence from meat* 
True to his duty, he conducted the Duke to his 
table j fayingi ** My religion is ftriftly obfcrvedin 
“ my houfe ; had I ever the misfortune to infringe 
“ that law, I lhould moft carefully obferve it on 
•* a day when I have fo illuftrious a prince for a 
* c witnefs and cenfor of my conduct. The Eng-* 
tc lifh punctually follow their religion ; out of 
* c refpeft for your Royal Highnefs, I will not ex- 
“ hibit the fcandal of a loofe Catholic, who in 
K your prefence could date violate his.” 

If fo much religion, in the eyes ofPhilofbphifm* 
is Only unfortunately being a bigot, let it look td 
the thoufands of unhappy creatures that religion 
relieved by the hands of Mr. de Muy. Let it 
behold the foldiery, rather led by his example than 
by the laws of courage and difcipline. Let it 
learn, that the province in which he com* 
manded ftill gratefully remembers and blefles 
its former governor, in fpite of the revolu- 
tion, which feems to have tinged the hu- 
man 
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man mind with the black hue of ingrati- 
tude . 

One of the great misfortunes of Lewis XVI. 
was to lofe this virtuous minifter at an early pe- 
riod. Maurepas was by no means the proper Maawf- 
perfon to replace him in the confidence of the P*®* 
young king. His father even, who mentioned 
him in. his will, had been mifled by the averfiott 
this former minifter had fhown to the Marquife de 
Pompadour, and. his long exile had not wrought 
the change in him which the Dauphin had fup- 
pofed. The attention, however, which the young 
prince paid to the counfels of his father fhows how 
ardently he wilhed to furround himfelf with mini- . 
fters who would promote his views for the good of 
the people. He might have made a better choice, 
had he known what had mifled the Dauphin. Mau- 
repas was now old and decrepid,. but had all the 
vices of youth. Voltaire transforms him into a 
philofopher, and he coalefced with the Se& through 
levity and indolence. He believed in nothing; he 
was without hatred againft the altar, as without 
affettion for the Sophifters. He would with equal 
indifference wittily lafli a bilhop or D’Alembert. 

He found D’Argenfon’s plan for the deftru&ion of 
the religious orders, and he followed it. He would 


• See Mr.Le Tourneur &e Treflol, on this Marefchal, alfo 
Feller’* Hift. Ditt, 


have 
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have foon fet afide the impious minifter, had he 
known him that would confpire againft the reli- 
gion of the ftate. An enemy to all convulfions* 
and without aiiy fixed principles of Chriftianity, 
he thought it at leaft impolitic to attempt its de- 
ftru&ion. He certainly was not a man capable 
of Hopping a revolution, but hfe did not forward 
it. He rather let others do the harm, than 
did it himfelf; but unfortunately that harm 
which he let others do was great. Under his ad- 
miniftration philofophifm made a terrible pro- 
grefs. Nothing proves it more clearly than 
the choice of that Turgot, whofe nomination 
is celebrated by Voltaire as the beginning of a great 
revolution. 

Turgot. The philanthropy of this man has been much 
extolled j but it was that of a hypocrite, aS the 
reader will be convinced by the following letter 
from D’Alembert to Voltaire : ** You will foon 
** receive another vifit, which I announce to 
“ you. It is that of Mr. de Turgot, a matter of 
** Requcfts, foil of Philofophy, a man of great 
** parts and learning, a great friend of mine, arid 
who wilhes to pay you a fly vifit. I fay fly fof 
** propter metum fudaorum (for fear of the Jews)} 
** we m\ift not brag of it too much, nor you 
«» neither 

• From D’Alembert, 22 Sept. 1760, Vol. 68, Let. 74, P. >36* 

If 
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If at firft fight the fignification of the fear of 
the Jews is not underftood, D’Alembert will ex- 
plain it in a fecond portrait of his friend : “ This 
“ Turgot,” he writes, ** is a man of wit, of 
“ great learning, and very virtuous j in a word, 
“ he is a worthy Cacouac , but has good reafons for 
“ not Ihowing it too much, for I have learned to 
** my coft, that Cacouaquery (Philofophifm) is not' 
“ the road to fortune, and he deferves to make 
« his*.” 

- Voltaire had an interview with Turgot, and 
formed fb true a judgment of him, that he an- 
fwers, “If you have many fages of that ftamp in 
“ your Se£t, I fear fof the wretch , Jhe is loft to 
“ good company f.” 

To every man who underftands the encomiums 
of Voltaire or D’Alembert, this is as much as to 
lay, Turgot is a fecret adept, he is an ambitious 
hypocrite, and will at once be a traitor to his God, 
his king, and his country: but by us, he is called 
virtuous; hejsaconfpiratorof the true ftamp, ne- 
ceflary to compafs the overthrow of Chriftianity. 
Had Voltaire or D’Alembert fpoken of an eccle- 
fiaftic, or a religious writer, who had only the 
virtues of a Turgot, what a monfter we Ihould 
have feen arife from his pen. Let the impartial 

t From D'Alembert, 18 Oft. 1760, Let. 76, P. 141. 

f To D’Alembert, 17 Nov. 1760, Vol. 68, Let. 77, P.J44. 

Vol, I. S hiftorian 
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hiftorian examine and lay afide theie ufurped re- 
putations of virtue; let him fky with truth, that 
Turgot, rich, above the common rank of citi- 
zens, and ftill aiming at dignities and further for- 
tune, cannot be called a real Philofopher. Turgot 
being the adept of the confpiring Sophifters, and 
a mailer of requeils, is already perjured. He will 
be far more fo when he arrives at the miniftry. 
For by the Handing laws of the ftate, he could Only 
enjoy theft dignities by affirming, both by himftlf 
and others, his fidelity to the king, to religion, 
and to the ftate. He had already betrayed reli- 
gion and the ftate, and he will foon betray his 
king. He belonged to that Se<5t of CEconomiftt 
who detefted the French monarchy, and only en- 
dured a king, in order to treat him as did the firflr 
rebels of the revolution. 

At length advanced to the miniftry by the 
cabals of the Seft, he ufes afl his power to infpire 
the young king with his .difguft for the monarchy, 
and with his principles on the authority of k 
throne which he had fworn to maintain- as minifter. 
He would willingly have transformed him into a 
Jacobin king. He firft infinuates thoft errois 
which are one day to throw the feeptre into the 
hands of the people, and overturn the altar and 
the throne ; if fuch are the virtues of a minifter, - 
they are thoft of a treacherous one; if errors of 
the mind, they are thoft of a madman. Nature 
8 had 
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had endowed him with the defire of relieving his 
fellow-creatures* He heard the declamations of 
the Sophifters againft the remains of the feudal 
fyftem, under which the people ftill labored ; and 
what was-with the Sophifters a mere lign of their 
hatred for kings, he miftook for the cry of.com- 
paffion. He was blind to what all the world faw, 
and that particularly on the Corvees. He would 
not hearken to the voice of hiftory, which told 
him that the (hackles of the feudal fyftem had as 
yet been only broken by the wildom and mature 
deliberation of the monarch, foreleeing the incon- 
veniences and the means of covering the lolfes of 
the iuppreffion. But he would be hafty, and he- 
ruined every thing. The Sophifters thought his 
difiniflion too early; but, alas! it was not early 
enough ; for he had already tainted the throne with 
the revolutionary ideas on the fovereignty of the 
people; he had then forgotten that this was 
making all power dependant on their caprice ; ho 
pretended to make the people happy by placing 
arms in their hands, with which they deftroyed 
themlclves. He thought to re-eftablilh the laws 
in all their purity, and he only 'taught rebellion ; 
he mifteads the youthful monarch, too unexperi- 
enced to unravel the fophifms of the Se6t ; and 
the very goodnels of his heart leads him ftill more 
aftray. In the pretended rights of the people, 
he only fees his own to be facrificed ; and it is 
S 2 from. 
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from Turgot that we may trace that fatal errof 
of his infurmountable patience and fatal conde> 
fcenfion with that people whofe fovereigrtty led to 
the fcaffold himfelf, his queen, and his lifter. 

Turgot is the firft minifter who ihows that 
revolutionary fpirit at once antichriftian and anti* 
monarchial. Choifeul and Malelherbes were more 
impious than Turgot, Choifeul perhaps was even 
more wicked} but never before had a minifter 
been known ieeking to deftroy the principles of 
that authority in the mind of the king which he 
imparted to him. It was reported, .that T uigot 
had repented on feeing' the fovereign mob threat * 1 
ening his perfon, on feeing them burfting open 
the magazines of corn, and throwing both con j 
and bread into the river, and that under pretence | 
of famine. It was then, as reported, that, ieeing 
his errors, he had laid open to Lewis XVI. all the 
plans of the Sophifters, and that thefe latter ever- 
after fought to deftroy the idol they had let Bp. 
This anecdote, unfortunately for the honor of 
Turgot, is unfounded. Before his elevation to. 
the minidry, he was an idol of the conlpirators, 
and fuch he remained until his death. Condorcet 
has alfo been his panegyrift and, hiftorian, and he 
• would not have been tolerant on the repentance of 
an adept. 

Scourges have fucceflively fallen on France fince 
the revolution} but prior to it they had fucceeded 

each 
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«*ch other in the perfons of Lewis XVIth’s minis- 
ters. ' Necker appeared after Turgot, Necker re- 
appears after Briennes j and his virtues were ex- 
tolled by the Sophiftcrs nearly as much as he extols 
themhimfelf. This is another of thofe reputa- 
tions which the hiftorian muft judge by faffs, 

-not for the mere pleafure of dete&ing the con- 
airing hypocrite, but becaufe thefe unmerited re- 
futations were a means employed for the consumma- 
tion of the confpiracy. 

Necker , when only . a banker’s clerk, was cm- Necker. 
ployed by fome Speculators both as the confidant 
and agent in a bufinefs which was Suddenly and 
greatly to augment their fortunes. They had the 
fecret of an approaching peace, which was confi- 
derably to enhance the' value of the Canada Bills j 
one of the conditions of the future peace being, 
the payment of thofe bills which had remained in 
England : they let Necker into the Secret, on 
condition that, for their common emolument, he 
would write to' London to have a number of thefe 
bills, bought up at the low price to which the war 
had reduced them. Necker engaged in the aflo- 
dation, and, through the credit of his matter, 
the bills were monopolized. His affociates, re- 
turning to know the ftate of the bargain, he told 
them that the Speculation had appeared fo hazar- 
dous and bad, that he had de Sifted from and coun- 
termanded the purchafe. Peace comes, and 

S 3 Nefcker 
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Necker is in pofleifion of thcfc bills on his own 
account alone, and thefe make near three millions 
Tournois.— Such was the virtue of Necker when 
a clerk ! 

Now become rich, he calls the Sophifters to his 
table; his houfe becomes a weekly club, and the 
new Mecaenas is well repaid for his good cheer by 
the encomiums and flattery of his guefts. D’Alem- 
bert, and the chiefs of the conlpirators, punctu- 
ally attended thefe aflemblies every Friday** 
Necker, hearing of nothing but philofophy, 
would be a philofophcr, as fuddenly as he became 
a lord, and the intrigue and encomiums of die 
Sed: would transform him into a Sully. At length 
Lewis XVI. hearing fo much of the talents of this, 
man in finance, called him to the miniftry as 
Comptroller General. Among the many means 
of the conlpirators, the molt infallible was to in- 
troduce diforder in the finances. Necker fuc- 
ceeded completely in this plan by thofe exorbitant 
loans which nothing could have hidden from the 
public, but that blind confidence and thofe enco- 
miums perpetually thrown out by the Se&.«-> But 
fuppofing Necker to have aCted from the impulfe 

* Von* qui chez la belle Hippatie (Mad. Necker) 

Tous les vendredis raifonnez 
De virtu, de Philofophie, &c. 

To D'Alembert, zi Jane 1770, V*l. 69, Let. 31, P. 59. 

Of 
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of the confpirators, like an ignorant minider who 
knew not whither he was driven, or deliberately 
hollowed out the abyfa, it is not his pretended 
virtue that is to plead his defence. Is it not pro- 
bable that the man who, when recalled for the 
fecond time to the miniftry, could dare to ftarve 
the people in the midft of plenty in order to con- 
▼tdfe them into a revolution, might a]fo attempt 
to ruin the finances to produce the fame convul- 
five date ? Such a virtue as his may be claded 
with nearly the blacked guilt. 

. At the time when Necker was recalled to re- 
place Briennes in the minidry, at the time when 
his great generofity to the people was cried up, 
and that all France was dunned with his great 
feats; at that very time was he, in concert with 
Philippe D’Orleans, darving the people into revolt 
againd their king, the nobles, and the clergy. 
.This virtuous man had bought up all the corn, 
had ordered it to be fhut up in dore-houfes, or 
fent it in barges from one place to another, for- 
bidding the intendants to allow of 'the fele of any 
com, until they had received his orders. The 
magazines remained fhut. The boats wandered 
from port to port. The people clamoroufly 
called for bread, but in vain ! The parliament of 
Rouen, concerned for the date to which the pro- 
vince of Normandy was reduced, defired its pre- 
fident to write to the minider (Necker) to de- 

S 4 mand 
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rrsand the fale of a great quantity of corn which 
they knew to be then in the province. His letter 
was not anfwered. The firft prefident received a 
fecond fummons from his body, to remonftrate in 
the moft preffing manner on the wants of the 
people; at length Necker anfwers, that he has 
lent Ins orders to the Intendant. His orders are 
executed, but the Intendant is obliged, for his 
own jollification, to lay them before the Parlia- 
ment; and fo far were they from what was ex- 
pected, that they were barely an inftruftion to 
put off the fale, and to invent divers pretexts and 
excufes to elude the demands of the magiftrates, 
and to rid him of their applications. Meanwhile 
the vdfels laden with corn proceeded from the 
ports to the ocean, from the ocean to the rivers, 
or limply to the interior of the provinces. At 
,the period when Necker was driven from the mi- 
niftry for the fecond time, the people were defti- 
tute of bread. The parliament had then obtained 
proof that the fame boats, laden with the lame 
corn, had been from Rouen to Paris, and from 
Paris back again; then embarked at Rouen for 
Havre, and thence returned again half rotten.—* 
The Attorney General profited of this fecond dil* 
million to fend circular orders to flop thefe pro- 
ceedings, and to give the people the liberty of 
buying this corn. At the expulfion of this mi- 
nifter, the populace of Paris, ftupidly fovereign. 
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ran to arms, and demanded their Neckejr, carry- 
ing his buft through the ftreets with that of 
Philippe D’Orleanss and never were two afialfins 
better companions in their triumph. The popu- 
lace would have its executioner, which it ftupidly 
{tiled its father ; and Necker, on his return, ftarves 
it anew. Scarcely had he heard of the orders 
which the Attorney General of the Parliament of 
Normandy had given, when the revolutionary 
agents are fent from Paris, the people are ftirred 
up againft the magiftrate, his manfion is forced 
and pillaged, and a price is put upon bis head ! — 
Such were the virtues of the adept Necker, when 
ininifter and protedlor of the confpirators. 

For the authenticity of thefe fadts the hiftorian 
will appeal to the chief magiftrates of the parlia- 
ment of Rouen. If, to Ihew the grand agent of 
loch horrid deeds, I have been obliged to anticipate 
pn the fecond part of this work \ it is becaufe 
Necker had conlpired againft the throne, equally 
as againft the altar. It was through him that the 
Sophifters were to draw the Calvinifts into their 
party j but though pretending to the faith of 
Geneva, he was really a JPeift. Had not the Cal- 
vinifts been blind to convidtion, they could have 
lien it in his writings or in his univerfal connec- 
tions with the impious ; for this empty and vain 
man aimed at every thing. From a Clerk he be- 
came Comptroller-General; next a protedfcing 

Sophifter, 
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Sophiftcr, and thence imagined himlelf a divine. 
He publilhed his ideas on Religious Opinions $ 
and this work was nothing left than Deifm i nor 
in faying this do I judge feverely a work which 
does not look upon the exiftence of God as 
proved ; for what can the religion of that man be 
who doubts of the exiftence of a God? This 
work obtained for its author an academic crown, 
as being the beft production of the day; that is to 
fay, that which could infinuate the greateft im- 
piety in the molt perfeCt difguife. 

Briennes. After what has been faid of the minifter Bri- 
ennes , the intipnate friend of D’Alembert, after the 
wickedneis of this man has been made lb public, 
I lhould not mention him, had I not to difcover 
a plot, a parallel to which hiftory would blulh to 
lhow, and none but the annals of the modern So- 
phifters could produce. Under the name of CEco- 
nomifts, the conlpirators held fecret meetings 
(which we lhall hereafter lay open to the public}, 
and impatiently waited the death of Mr. de Beau- 
mont, Archbilhop of Paris, to give him a fuc- 
ceflor, who, entering into their views, and under 
the pretext of humanity, kindnels, and tolera- 
tion, was as patiendy to endure with Philofo- 
- phifm, Janfenifm, and all other Scfts, as Mr. de 
Beaumont had ftrenuoutly oppofed them. He 
was to be particularly indulgent as to the difci- 
pline of the pariih clergy, even fo much fo as to 

let 
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fet it decay in a few years. Oh tenets he was to 
beequally relaxed. He was to rep refs the zeal of 
thole who appeared too a&ive, to interdict and 
even to difplace them as men too ardent or even 
turbulent. He was carefully to receive all accufa- 
tbns of this fort, and replace the over* zealous 
by men whom the Sophifters had prepared and 
would recommend, particularly for dignitaries.— 
By this plan the parilh churches, hitherto admi- 
niftcred by a moft edifying clergy, were foon to 
be overrun by the moft fcandalous. Sermons 
and catechiftical lectures becoming daily lefs fre- 
quent, all inftruftions running in the philofophic 
ftrain, and bad books daily multiplying, the peo- 
ple, feeing in their parilhes none but a clergy 
fcandalous in their morals, and litde zealous in 
their doctrine, were naturally inclined to abandon 
the churches and their religion. The apoftacy of 
die capital was to carry with it that of the moft 
eficntial diocefe j and hence the evil was to ipread 
far around. Thus without violence, without being 
fercehed, but folely by the connivance of its chief 
paftor, religion was to be cruihed in the capital ; 
not but that Briennes might have given fome ex- 
terior figns of zeal, had the circumftances requi- 
ted*. 


* See hereafter the declaration of Mr. Le Roi. 


Nothing 
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Nothing but the ambition of a Briennes, and 
the wickednefs of his heart, could have made him' 
accept the archbilhopric on fuch conditions.—’ 
The agreement once made, the Sophifters put all 
their agents in motion. The court is befet ; an 
artful man, of the name of Vermon, who had been 
made reader to the queen by Choifeul on the re- 
commendation of Briennes, feized on this oppor- 
tunity to make fomc return to his prote&or. The 
queen recommended the prote&or of Vermon, 
and ihe thought fhe was doing well; the king 
thought he did ftill better in nominating the man 
whole moderation, whofe prudence, and whofe 
genius, were fo perpetual a topic, to the Areh- 
bilhopric of Paris : and one day Briennes was ac- 
tually named. But no fooner was it known at 
court and in Paris, than every Chriftian fliuddered 
at the news. The king’s aunts, and the Princels 
de Marfan in particular, immediately forefayr the 
fcandal with which France was threatened j and 
the king, prevailed upon by • their prayers, an- 
nulled what he . had already done. The arch- 
bilhopric was given to a man whofe modefty, 
zeal, and impartiality, would form the ftrongeft 
contrail: with the vices of Briennes. Unfortu- 
nately for France, neither the king nor the queen 
were fufficiently convinced to lofe all confidence 
in the pretended virtues of this man ; nor did the 

conlpi- 
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confpirators lay all hopes afide of hereafter railing 
him to a more exalted ftation. \ 

As the thunder-bolt hidden in the clouds, 
blackened by the tempeft, and waiting the con- 
vulfion of the heavens to break forth, fo did Bri- 
ennes, from the dark cloud which ' threatened 
France, convulfed during the fitting of the No- 
tables called by Calonne, burft forth prime mi- 
nifter. To lhow his fubferviency to the Sophif- 
ters, he began his adminiftration by that famous 
. eduft which Voltaire had folicited twenty years 
before in behalf of the Huguenots, though he had 
looked upon them as mad and raving mad*, that 
edi£t fo long wilhed for by D’Alembert, as a 
means of duping the Proteftants and of crujhing 
Chriftianity, without its even being perceived f.— - 
Offspring of the tempeft, he is .at length over- 
powered by thofe billows which carried Necker to 
the helm, and which Necker holds folely to im- 
merfe his king, the nobility, and the clergy, in 
that fea of impious fophiftry and frantic rage, 
which the confpirators had created. Bripnnes died ' 
covered with infamy, but without remorfe, or fign 
of repentance. 

By the fame intrigue that had carried Briennes Lamoig- 
to the prime miniftry, Lamoignon , whofe anceftors non * 

• To Mannontel, z Dec. 1767, Vol. 60, Let. 200, P. 336. 
t From D’Alembert, 4 May, 1762, Vol. 68, Let. 100, P. 202. 


had 
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had been an ornament to the magistracy, obtain- 
ed the Teals. He was notoriously, like many 
other courtiers, an unbeliever ; but he was allb 
one of the conlpirators. His name is to be 
found in their moft fecret committees. On his 
difgrace, which loon followed that of Briennes, 
he pbilofopbically (hot himfelf.— Two fuch men at 
the head of the miniftry 1 what means had they not 
of countenancing, and forwarding the Antichriftian 
Conspiracy! 

Why fo Pofterity will find it difficult to conceive that 
a monarch So religious as Lewis XVI. ihould have 

pious mi- ° 

aifters. been furrounded by Such a Set of impious minify 
ters. Their furprife will be much leffened, when 
they confider that the Confpirators aimed moftly 
at the higher orders of fociety, and that they 
chiefly wished to deftroy religion in thofe whd 
approached the perfon of the monarch*. To 
the paffions of this privileged clals, let the facility 
of Satisfying them be added ; and we Shall ealily 
conceive with what facility Voltaire could attack 
a religion that fo much militated againft thofe 
paffions. Without doubt, eminent virtues and 
the moSt diftinguilhed piety were to be found 
among the nobility and grandees of the court > 
for instance, Madame Elizabeth Sifter to the 

i . / 

• To Diderot, 25 Sept. 1762, Vol. 57, Let. 242, P. 4751. 
et paffim, to D’Alembert and Damilaville. 

king. 
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king, Mefdames de France the king’s aunts, the 
Princefles de Conti, Louife de Conde, de Marian, 
the Due de Penthifcvre, the Marefchal de Mou* 
chi, de Broglie, and many other diftinguiihed 
perfonages who would have done honour to the 
brighteft ages of Chriftianity. Among the minif- 
ters themfelves hiftory will except Mr. de Ver- 
gennes and Mr. de St. Germain, and perhaps fome 
others who could not be challenged by impiety. 
Throughout the whole clals of the -nobility thele 
exceptions may be more frequent than might be 
fuppofed ; but, neverthelefs, it is unfortunately 
true to fay, that Voltaire had made furprifing 
prog refs among the great, and that will eafily ac- 
count for the unhappy choices that Lewis XVI. 
had made. Virtue feeks obfeurity and is little 
jealous of elevation. None but the ambitious 
were foremofton the ranks, and the Sophifters 
would ftun the ill-feted monarch- with the praifes 
Of thofe whom they thought would beft fecond 
their views, and who had been initiated in their 
mylleries. Not only the throne, but the public 
itfelf, was to be overpowered by the praifes which 
they lavilhed on the adept whom they wilhed to 
elevate to the miniftry. Their intrigues were 
more fecret, and furpaffed the art of courtiers 
themfelves; befides, aiding under the influence of 
public opinion, in what way could they not direct 
the choice of a young prince whole greateft fail- 
ing 
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ing was diffidence in his own judgment. By fuch 
arts were the Turgots, the Neckers, the Lamoig- 
nons, the Briennes fucceffively forced into the 
councils of Lewis XVI. j paffing over in filence 
thole fubaltern minifters and firft clerks, import- 
antly great, whofe fcrvices the confpiring Sophif- 
ters carefully fecured. 

Thus protected, impiety foared above the laws 
now almoft filence^. It was in vain for the clergy 
to reclaim the hand of power, for it connived at 
the Confpirators.} their writings were circulated, 
and their perfons fecure. Voltaire even writes to 
D’Alembert, “ Thanks to a prieft about the 
“ court, I lhould have been undone had it not 
<c been for the Chancellor , who at all times has 
“ ihown me the greateft kindnefs*.” This Ihows 
how little any reclamations of the clergy could 
avail even againll the chief of the Confpirators. 
M.Meau- This letter difcovers a new protestor of the So- 
P° u ‘ phifters in the perfon of Mr. de Meaupou •, his am- 
bition, and his connexion with the chief of the 
Confpirators, had always been hidden under the 
malk of religion. 

In a letter written alfo to D’Alembert, we fee 
of what immenfe ufe fuch protections were, not 
only to Voltaire but alfo to the other adepts. He 
fpeaks thus of Choifeul : “ lam under the great- 

• To D’Alembert, 28 Sept. 1774, Vol. 69, Let. 133, P. 223. 

“ eft 
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tr eft obligations to him. It is to him alone that 
w I owe all the privileges I have on my eftate.— 

,c Every favor that I have alked for my friends he 
“ has granted 

Some of thefe protestors alfo aimed at being 
authors, and without Voltaire’s talents fought to 
infpire the people with the lame principles. Of 
this number was the Duke D’Ufez, who, to verify Due 
the exprelfion of Voltaire, that he vras ftronger in D>Ufez * 
mind than in body, had undertaken a work in 
favor of Equality and Liberty applied to our be- 
lief in matters of faith, without confuting either 
church or paftor. Voltaire only wilhed to fee it 
fmilhed to declare the work as ufeful to fociety 
as it was to the Duke himfelff. This work never 
appeared ; we know not, therefore, how to clafs 
the genius of the noble divine. • 

In Voltaire’s letters we find many other great Other 
perfonages, that fwell the lift of adepts and pro- 
teftors, and many names already famous in hif- 
tory 'j fucih was the defeendant of a Crillon or a 
Prince of Salm , both worthy of better days, ac- 
cording to Voltaire ; but let not the reader miftake 
diem for the age of the Bayards and of thofe bold 
knights of former times j no, it’ is of an age wor- 
thy of their modefty and their fbilofophic feienee . — 

To D’Alembert, 1 Nov. 1762, Vol. 68, Let. no, P. 228. 
f To the puke D’Ufea, 19 Nov. 1760, Vol. 56, Let. 226, P. 

45 °- 

Vol. I. T Wc 

/ 
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We fee Voltaire placing all his hopes in the Print t 
of Ligne for the propagation of his fophifticated 
fcience throughout Brabant ; and the Duke of 
. Braganza is as much extolled for the fimilarity 
of his fentiments. 

Among the Marquiffes, Counts, and Cheva- 
liers, we find the Marquis D'Jrgente de Dirat , a 
brigadier-general, zealous in the definition of 
Chriftianity in the province of Angoumois, and . 
modernizing his fellow-countrymen with his phi- 
lofophic ideas ; the Marquis de Roebefort, colonel 
of a regiment, who through his Philofophifm had 
gained the friendlhip of Voltaire and D’Alembert; 
the Chevalier Cbatellux , bold but more adroit in 
the war againft Chriftianity. In fine, were we to 
credit Voltaire, nearly all thofe whom he was ac- 
quainted with in this clafs were what (in a letter 
to Helvetius in 1763) he ftyles honeft men.— 
“ Believe me,” he writes, “ Europe is full of 
“ men of reafon, who are opening their eyes ; to 
“ the light. Truly the number is prodigious.— 
“ I have not feen for thefe ten years paft a ftnglt 
“ honeft man y of whatever country or religion he 
“ may have been, but who abfolutely thought a 
“ you do It is probable, and it is to be hoped, 
that Voltaire greatly exaggerated his fuccels. It 
would be impoffible to conceive, that of the 

• March, 1763, Vol, 58, Let. 50, P. 100; 

-numbers 
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(lumbers of the nobility who went to contem* 
plate the Grand Lama of the Sophifters at Fer- 
ney, the greateft part were not attracted by 
curiofity, rather than impiety. The furelt rule 
by which we may diftinguilh the true 'adepts is 
by the confidence he placed in them, or whether 
he lent them the productions of his own pen of 
thole of other conlpirators ; and at that rate the 
lift would. greatly extend. Many Ducheffes and 
Marchionefies would be found as philofophic as 
Sifter Guillemetta. But let them be forgotten, 
thofe adepts more dupes than wicked ; more" 
unfortunate are they ftill, if they arc above 
being pitied. 

Of theft protectors the Count T)'Argental , Ho- 
norary Counfellor of the Parliament, is to be gental. 
particularly diftinguilhed. Nearly of the lame 
age as Voltaire, he always had been his bolorn 
friend. All that Mr. de la Harpe lays of the 
amiability of this Count may be true} but how- 
ever amiable he might be, it will alfo be true 
to fay, that both, the Count and Countefs D’Ar- 
gental were the dupes of their admiration and 
friendlhip for Voltaire. He correlponds as re- 
gularly with thefe two adepts as he did with 
D’Alembert, and as confidently exhorts them to 
crulh the wretch. He ftyles them his two angels. 

He employed the Count as general agent for all 
die higher protections that he might Hand in 
’ . . T 2 need 
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heed of ; and few agents were more devoted or 
more faithful ; that is to fay, more impious *. 

Due de la A name of greater importance, that is not to 
fbucauh overlooked among the protecting adepts, is 

the Due de la Rocbefoucault. . To him who knows 
how much the Duke muft have been miftaken 
in his own wit, it will be a matter of litde fur- 
prife to fee him fo feldom mentioned in Voltaire's 
correfpondence j but faCts .fupply the place of 
written proofs. The Duke had been weak 
enough to be perfuaded, that impiety and Phi- 
lofophifm could alone give him a reputation. 
He protected the Sophifters, and even penfioned 
Coridorcet. It would have been happy for him 
had he not waited for the murderers fent by Con- 
dorcet himfelf, to learn what were the real prin- 
ciples of this Philofophifm. ( 

In foreign courts too, many great perfonages 
thought to foar above the vulgar by this fame 
Sophiftry. Voltaire could not fufficiently admire 
the zeal of Prince Gallitzin , in dedicating th® 
moft impious of Helvetius’s • works to the Em- 
prefs of all the Ruffias f . He was ftill more 
delighted with Count SchouwdUow , the powerful 
protector of the Sophifters at that Court ; and 
with all thofe, by whofe intrigues D’Alembert 

• See General Correfpondence. 
f To D’Alembert, z Aug. 1778, Vol. 69, Let. 1 18, P. 199. 

had 
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had been nominated for the education of the 
heir to the Imperial diadem. 

In Sweden, whence the Chamberlain Jennings , 
under the aufpices of the King and Queen, had 
gone* to announce to the patriarch of Ferney the 
great progrefs of Philofophifm in that country *, 
an adept was to be found far more extolled by 
the Confpirators. This was the Count de Creutz , 
ambafiador in France, and afterwards in Spain, 
He had fb well blended his embaffy with the 
apoftlelhip of impiety, that Voltaire, enraptured, 
'was inconfoJable at his departure from Paris.- 1 * 
He writes to Madame Geofrin, " Had there 
** been an Emperor Julian on earth, the Count 
“ de Creutz ihould have been fent on an embaffy 
** to him, and not to a country where Auto* 
“ da-fes are made. The fenate of Sweden muft 
« be gone mad, not to have left fuch a man in 
u France j he would have been of ufe there, but 
r< it is impolBble that he Ihould do any good in 
v u Spain f.” 

. But this Spain, fo much defpifed by Voltaire, 
could produce a D' Aranda , whom he ftyles the 
Favourite of Pbilofopby, and who daily went to 
ftimulate his zeal, in the company of D’Alem- 
bert, Marmontel, and Mademoifelle D’Efpinafe, 

• To D’Alembert, 19 Jan; 1769, Vol. 69, Let. 3, P. 7. 
f To Mad. geofrin, a 1 May, 1764, Vol. 58, Let. 193, P. 355, 

T 3 whofe 
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whofe club nearly equalled the French Aca- 
demy. 

Other Dukes and Grandees were to be found 
in Spain equally admiring the French Sophiftry. 
In particular the Marquis de Mora and the Duke 
of Villa Hermofa *. In this fame country, fo mudh 
defpifed by the Sophifters, we find D’Alembert 
diftinguifhing the Duke of Alba. It is of him 
that he writes to Voltaire, “ One of the firft 
“ Grandees of Spain, a man of great wit, and 
“ the fame perfon who was ambaffador in- France 
te under the name of Duke of Huefcar, has 
tf juft fent me twenty guineas toward your 
a ftatue . . . Condemned, he fays, fecretly to 
t( cultivate my reafon, I joyfully feize this op- 
ft portunity of publicly teftifying my gratitude 
** to the great man who firft pointed out the 
t( road to ‘me|.’’ 

It was at the fight of fo numerous a lift of 
difciples, that Voltaire exclaimed,, “ Victory 
<f declares for us on all fides j I do allure you, 
that in a little time nothing but the rabble 
<c will follow the ftandard of our enemies J.’ 1 
He did not fufficiently dive, into futurity, or 
he would have feen that rabble milled one 

* To Marq. de Vlllevielle, i May, 1 768,V.6o, Let. 268, P.469, 
f From D’Alembert, 13 May, 1773, Vol.69, Let. 108, P.182* 
J To Pamilayille, 25 Sept. 1762, Vol.57» Let. 342, P.475, 

5 day 
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day by the fame principles, and facrificing its 
mafters on the very altar they had raifed to 
impiety. 

• As to D’Alembert, he could not contain him- 
felf when informed of the numerous admirers 
that flocked to Ferney. «* What the devil ! ” 
would he write, ** forty guefts at table, of whom 
* c two Mafters of Requefts and a Counfellor of 
** the Grand Chamber, without counting the 
,f Duke of Villars and company * ! ” Dining at 
Voltaire’s, to be fure, is not an abfolute proof 
of the Philofophifm of the gueft ; but it ge- 
nerally Ihows men who admired the Chief of 
that impiety which was one day to be their 
ruin. 

It was not by chance .that D’Alembert men- 
tioned the Counfellor of the Grand Chamber. 

He was fully aware of what importance it was 
for the Confpirators to have protestors, or even 
admirers, in the higher orders of the magiftracy. 

Voltaire was of the feme opinion when he writes, 

“ Luckily, during thefe ten years paft that par- 
w liament (of Thouloufe) has been recruited by 
** young men of great wit, who have read, and 
“ who think like you f.” This letter alone 
denotes how much the tribunals were relaxed for 

• From D’Alembert, 18 Oft. 1760, Vol. 68, Let. 76, P. 141. 
f To D’Alembert, 4 Sept. 1769, Vol. 69, Let. (i, P. 22. 

, T 4 many 



?8o THE ANTICHRISTIAN CONSPIRACY. 

many years preceding the revolution. They were 
vefted with all the authority neceffary for flop- 
ping the circulation of thefe impious and Sedi- 
tious works, and of taking cognizance of ther ^ 
authors; but they had fo much negleCted it, th.^ 
in the latter times a decree of the parliament vr 
a means of enhancing the price and extendir»g 
the circulation of a work. 

Voltaire, notwithstanding the numerous corr»- 
quefts made in thefe temples of juftice, otter JJ 
complains of fome of thofe refpedtable corp 
as (till containing magiftrates who loved reli- 
gion. But in return he extols the philolbph5-< 
zeal of thole of the South. “ There (lm< 
“ writes to D’Alembert) you go from a Afr"* 
** Douche to a Mr. de Caftilhh , and Grenoble 
" can boaft of a Mr. Servan. It is impoC- 

** fible that region and toleration Should nol 
** make the greateft progreSs under fuch mafT^- 
“ ters *.” This hope was the better founded- j 
as the three magiftrates here named by Vol - — 1 
taire are precifely thofe who, by their func — ' 
tions of attorney or folicitor generals, wer^^ 
bound to oppofe the progrets of that reafonr- j 

fynonimous with impiety in the mouth of Vol- 

taire ; and to uphold the power of the law againf 23 ^ 
thofe daily productions and their authors. 

* To D’Alembert, jNov. 1770, Vol. 69, Let. 46, P. 81, 




THS ANTICHRISTIAN CONSPIRACY. 

Mr. de la Cbalotais is of all others the folicitor 
general that leems to have been in the clofcft in- 
timacy with Voltaire. It is in their correlpon- . 
dence that we fee how much the confpirators were 
indebted and how grateful they were to him, on 
account of his zeal againft the Jefuits, and how 
. much the deftru&ion of that Order was blended 
with that of all the other religious, in their plans 
for the total overthrow of all ecclefiaftical autho- 
rity *. 

But in Ipitc of all this Philofophifm, which had 
Crept into the body of the magiftracy, we meet 
with venerable men, whofe virtues were the 
ornament of the higheft tribunals. The grand 
chamber of the parliament of Paris, in particular, 
appeared fo oppolite to his impiety, that he def- 
palred of ever philofophizing it. He even does 
It the honor of ranking it with that populace and 
tboje ajfemblies . of tbe clergy that he defpaired 
of ever rendering reafonable , or rather impi- 
ous f. 

There even was a time when he exprefled his 
indignation to Helvetius in the following terms s 
Ct I believe that the French are defcended from 

• See their Correfpondence, particularly Voltaire’s let- 
ter to Mr. Cjialotais, 17 May, 1762, Vol. 57, Let. 192, 
P. 393- 

f To P’ Alembert, 13 Dec. 1763, Vol. 68, Let. 122, 
P.264, ' 
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“ tlje centaurs, who were half men and half pack- 
“ borfes. Thcfc two halves have been feparatedj 
** and there ' remained mm like you and Jbme 
“ others i and alfo horfes, who have bought the 
“ offices of' counfellor (in parliament), or who 
“ have made themfelves doctors of the Sor- 
“ bonne*.”. 

It is an agreeable duty that I fulfil, when I fliow 
proof of this fpite of the Sophifters againft the 
firft corps of the French magiftracy. It is certain,- 
that at the time of the revolution many magi- 
ftrates were yet to be found, who, better informed 
of the intrigues of the Sophifters, would willingly 
have given greater vigour to the laws for the fup- 
port of religion. But impiety had intruded even 
into the grand chamber. Terray, well known 
as a wicked minifter, is not fufficiently fo as a 
Sophifter. 

Trait of Whatever may be the turpitude of many fadts 
Terray* ment i° ne d in thefe memoirs, few are of a deeper 
hue than the following one : 

The bookfeller Le Jay was publicly felling one 
of thofe works, the impiety of which fometimea 
attracted the attention of the parliament. That 
, fold by Le Jay was ordered to be publicly burnt, 

> and the author and fellers to be profecuted, 
Terray offered himfelf to make the neceflary in-; 

* To Helvetius, 22 July, 1761, Vol. 57, Let. 86, P. r7$. 

veftigations. 
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veftigations, and was to report to parliament. 
He ordered Le Jay before him, and I will lay 
before the reader the very words I heard the book- 
feller ufe when he gave an account of what had 
palfed on the occafion. As to the title of the 
work, I -am not quite certain whether he men- 
tioned it or not ; but I perfectly remember what 
follows “ Ordered before Mr. Terray, coun- 
ff fellor in parliament ; I waited on him. He re- 
lt ceived me with an air of gravity, fat down on 
l * a Ibfa, and queftioned me as follows: — Is it 
:t you that fell this work condemned by a decree 
'* of the parliament ? I anfwered. Yes, my Lord. 
(t How can you fell fuch dangerous works ? As 
lc many others are fold. — Have you fold many of 
“ them? Yes, my Lord. — Have you many left? 
** about fix hundred copies.-— Do you know the 
<c author of this infamous work ? Yes, my Lord. 
“ — Who is it ? Yourfelf, my Lord l — How 
f ( dare you lay lb j how do you know that ? I 
“ know it, my Lord, from the perfon of whom 
** I bought yayr m^nufcript.— Since you know it, 
ft all is over; go, but- be prudent.” 

Jt may be cafily conceived that this interroga- 
tory was not reported to the parliament, and the 
reader will readily comprehend what progrefs the 
Antichriftian Confpiracy made in a country where 
tts adepts were feated in the very fan&uary of the 
tews. 


CHAP. 
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CHAP. XV. 

The Clafs of Men of Letters, 

ThEIR paffions, and the facility of gratifying 
them, the yoke of religion once thrown off, had 
given the confpirators great power among, the 
higher claffes of fociety; and the empty hopes 
of a reputation brought over to their ftandard all 
thofe who pretended to literary fame. The great 
talents of Voltaire, and a fuccefe perhaps fuperior 
• . to his talents, proclaimed his fway abfolute over 
the clafs of men of letters. Humbly thofe men 
followed his triumphant car who, above all others, 
will proudly flatter themfelves with the per- 
fedtion of their own ideas. It was only neceffary 
for him to give the faihion. Like thofe frivo- 
lous nations where the high-flown courtezans, by 
their foie example, .can introduce the moft wan- 
ton fafhions in attire, juft fo does the premier 
chief. Scarce had he fhown his bias toward im- 
piety, when the men of letters would all be im- 
pious. 

Rouffeau. From that cloud of writers and adepts a man 
Ihone forth who might have difputed with him the 
palm of genius j and who, for celebrity, needed 
not to refort to impiety. This was Jean Jaques 

yRotfJeau, 
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tioujfeau. That famous citizen of Geneva, fub- 
limc when he pleafes in his profe, rivalling Mil- 
ton and Corneille in his poetry, could have ri- 
valled Bofluet under the banners of Chriftianity. 
Unfortunately for his glory, he was known to 
D’Alembert, Diderot, and V oltaire ; and for a time 
he leagued with them, and fought like them the 
means of crulhing Chrift and his religion. In this 
fynagogue of impiety, as in that of the Jews, tefti- 
moniesdid not agree; divifionsenfued; but, though 
feparated, their attacks were all bent againft Chrift- 
ianity. This is to be feen in a letter from Voltaire 
to D’Alembert, where he fays, “ What a pity it 
<e is that Jean Jaques, Diderot, Helvetius, and 
* c you, cum aliis ejufdem farina homintbus , (with 
** other men of your ftamp,) fliould not have been 
ct unanimous in your attacks on the wretch. My 
ct greateft grief is, to fee the impoftors united, and 
the friends of truth divided 
When Rouffeau fecededfrom the Sophifters, he 
did not at the fame time forfake either his own or 
their errors; but feparately carried on the war. 
The admiration of the adepts was divided. In ei- 
ther fchool impiety had only varied its weapons, nor 
were opinions more conftant or lefs impious. 

Voltaire was the molt adtive, but vigour was 
given to Jean Jaques. With the ftrength of Her- 

• To D’Alembert, 5 Feb. 1765, Vol. 68, Let. 156, P, 143. 


6 


cules 



tHE ANTICHRISTIAN CONSPIRACY* 

cules he alfo partook of his delirium. VoltairC 
laughed at contradiction, and his pen flew with 
every wind. Jean Jaques would infift on the pa- 
radoxes foftered in his brain, and, brandilhing'his 
club on high, would equally ftrike at truth or 
falfehood. The former was the vane of opinion, 
the latter the Proteus of Sophiftry. Both equally 
diftant from the fchools of wifdom, both wilhed 
to lay the foundations and firft principles of phi* 
lofophy. 

The pro and eon was equally adopted by them* 
and both found themfelves condemned to the molfc 
humiliating inconftancy. Voltaire, uncertain ai 
to the exiftence of a God or of a future ftate, 
applies to Sophifters bewildered like himfelf, and. 
remains perplexed. Jean Jaques, while yet a mere 
youth, fays to himfelf, “ I am going to throw this 
** ftone againft that tree oppofite to mer If I hit, 
** let it be a fign of falvation ; if I mils, a fign or 
* c damnation.” Jean Jaques hits, and heaven is 
his lot. This proof fufficed for the philofopher 
long after his youthful days j and he was far ad- 
vanced in years when he faid, f * After that, I never 
“ doubted of my falvation 

Voltaire one day believed he could demoii- 
ftrate the exiftence of the Author of the Univerfe j 
he then believed in an all-powerful God, who re- 

• His Confefficns, book 6th. 

numerated 
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mune rated virtue *. The day after, the whole of 
this demonftratioo is dwindled into probabilities 
and doubts, which it would be ridiculous to pre- 
tend to folve f . 

The fame truth is one day evident to Jean 
Jaques, nor does he doubt of it after having de- 
monftrated it himlelf He beheld the Deity all 
ground him, with him, and throughout nature, on 
that day when he exclaimed, “ I am certain that 
“ God exifts of himfelfj.” But the day following 
the demonftration is forgotten, and he writes to 
Voltaire, “ Frankly I confels that neither the fro 
*‘.nor con (on the exiftence of God) appears to> 
** me demonftrated.” With Jean Jaques, as with 
•Voltaire, fbei/m and Atheifm could only found their 
doftrine on probabilities %. And they both believed 
in one only principle or foie Mover ||. But at 
another time they could not deny but that there 
were two principles or^two caufes^. 

* Voltaire on Atheifm. 

f Voltaire on Atheiftn ; and on the Soul by Suranus. 

| The Emile and Let. to the Aixhbifhop of Paris. 

$ Letter to Voltaire, Vol. 12. Quarto edit, of Geneva. 

|| Voltaire on the Principle of Afiion. — Jean Jaques in 
Whe Emile, Vol. 3, Page 1 15, and Letter to the Archbilhop 
^f Paris. 

Voltaire, Quell. Encydop. Vol. 9. — Jean Jaques, Emile, 
■Vol. 3, Page 61, and Let. to the Archbilhop of Paris. 

Voltaire, 
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Voltaire, after having written that Atheiftn 
would people the earth with robbers, villains, and 
monfters* * * § , would pardon Atheifm in Spinola, 
and even allow of it in a philofopher fj and he 
profeffes it himfelf when he writes to D’Alembert, 
tc I know of none but Spinofa who has argued 
!* well J.” That is to (ay, I know of no true 
Philofopher but he to whom all matter and this 
world is the foie God ; and after having tried every 
Sed, he ends by preffing D’Alembert to unite all 
parties in the war againft Chrift. Jean Jaques had 
written that the Atheifts deferved puniflimcnt j • 
that they were difturbers of the public peace , and «s 
fuch guilty of death fl. Then, thinking he had 
fulfilled Voltaire’s wi(h, writes to the miniftef 
Vernier, C( I declare that my foie objed in the 
“ New Eloifa was to unite the two oppofite par- 
“ ties (the Deifts and Atheifts) by a reciprocal 
** efteem for each other, and to teach the philo- 
“ fophers that one may believe in God without 
“ being a hypocrite, or deny him without being 
“ a rafcal§.” And this fame man writes to Vol- 
taire, that an Atheift cannot be guilty before God. 
That Ihould the law find the Atheift guilty of. 

* On Atheifm. 

f Axiom 3. 

I To D’Alembert, 16 June, 1773, Vol. 69, Let. 113, P. 193. 
y Emile, Vol. 4, P. 68. Social Contra#* Chap. 8, 

§ Letter to Mr, Vernier. 

death. 
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death, it wds the denunciator who £hould be burned 
as fuch*. 

Voltaire would blalpheme the law . of. Chrift* 
retrafti receive the facrament, and prefs the con- 
Ipirators to crtilh the wretch 1 Jean Jaques would 
lay afide Chriftianity, or refume -it again, and 
with Calvin partake of the Laft Supper f. He 
will write the moft fublime encomiums on Chrift 
that human eloquence could devife, and then finilh 
by blalpheming that fame Chrift as a fanatic 
If the Antichriftian Revolution was one day to 
carry Voltaire triumphantly to the Pantheon, 
Roufieau had the fame rights to the inauguration 
of the Sophifters of Impiety. We fhall fee him 
gain far other claims on the Sophifters of Rebel- 


• Letters to Voltaire, Vol. 12, and New Eloifa. 

•f D’Alembert writes to Voltaire, in fpeaking of Roufleaa, 
** I pity him; and if his happinefs depends oh his approach- 
€€ ing the Holy Table, and calling holy a religion which he 
€t has fo much vilified, I own that my efteem is greatly di- 
€t minifhed.” (25 Sept. 1762, Vol. 68, Let. 105, P. iij.) 
He flight have faid as much of Voltaire's communions, but 
he never dared. He even feeks to give him a plea for his 
hypocrify, when he fays, “ Perhaps I am in the wrong ; for 
“ certainly you are better acquainted than I am with the 
• 4 reafons that determined you.” He does not mention his 
efteem being diminifhed ; on the contrary, Voltaire is always 
his dear and illuftrious mafter / 31 May t 1768, Vol. 68 . Let. 

232. P. 482. 

% His Confeffion and Profeiiions of the Savoyard Vicar* 

Vol. I. U lion. 
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lion. If the former fecretly folicits kings to fub- 
feribe to his ftatue, the latter openly writes that at 
Sparta one would have been erefted to him. 

With fo lingular a conduct each of thefe chiefs 
had his diftin&ive charafteriftics. Voltaire, hated 
the God of the Chriftians ; Jean Jaques admired, 
but blafphemed him j pride wrought in the latter 
all that jealoufy and hatred produced in the former; 
and it will long be a doubt which has been moft 
injurious to Chriftianity, the one by his atrocious 
farcafms and impious fatire, or the other by his 
fophiftry under the cloak of reafon. 

After their reparation, Voltaire hated Jean 
Jaques, fcoffed at him, and would have hint 
chained as a madman *. But he could not conceal 
his joy, when the Profdfion of Faith of the Sa- 
voyard Vicar, written by this madman, was fhe 
book out of winch youth were taught to read f. 
Jean Jaques would at the fame time deteft the 
chiefs of the conlpirators, expofe them, and be 
hated by them : he would preferve their principles, 
court their friendlhip and efteem anew, and tW 
of the premier chief in particular J. 

i 

* To Damilaville, 8 May, 1761, Vol. 57, Let. 5*, P. 10*, 
and War of Geneva. 

+ To the Count D’Argental, a6_Sept, 1766, Vol. 57, Leu 
370, P. 478. 

J Sec his letters, and the Lift of Seneca by Diderot. 


If 
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If to define the Sophifter of Ferney be a dif- 
ficult talk; is it not equally fo, to paint the citizen 
of Geneva? Jean Jaques loved the fciences, and 
Was crowned by thofe who reviled them.; he wrote 
againft the theatre; and compofed operas; he 
fought friends, and is famous for his breaches of 
friendlhip. He extols the charms of virtue, and 
he bends the knee before the proftitute de 
Varens. He declares himfelf the moft virtuous 
of. men, and, under the modeft title of his Con- 
feflions, he retraces in his old age the diffolute 
feenes of his youth. To tender mothers he gives 
the moft pathetic advice in nature; and, Another- 
iqg in himfelf the cries of that lame nature, he 
banilhes his children to that holpital where, from 
the lhame of its birth; the unfortunate babe is 
condemned to the perpetual ignorance of. its pa- 
rents. The fear of feeing them makes him in- 
exorable to the entreaties of thofe who would have 
provided for their education*. A prodigy of in- 
confiftency even to his laft moments; he wrote 
againft filicide, and perhaps it is treating him too 
favorably not to affert that he himfelf had pre- 
pared the poifon which caufed his death f. 

However inconfiftent, error is inculcated by 
the Sophifter of Geneva with all the powers of 


• See his Confeflions. 

f See his life by the Count Barruel de Beauvert, 

U 2 genius; 
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genius j and many have loft their faith by his 
works, who would have relifted all other attacks. 
To be cradled in one’s paffions gave empire to 
Voltaire j but to refill Jean Jaques the acuteft 
fophifms were to be penetrated: youth was led 
away by the former, while thole who were ad- 
vanced in age fell a vidlirn to the latter, and a 
prodigious number of adepts owed their fell to 
thefe two writers. 

Indignantly would the manes of Buffon lee his 
name clafled after that of Jean Jaques among the 
conlpiring adepts j and impoffible is it for the hif- 
torian, when lpeaking of thofe who have adopted 
the falhion fet by Voltaire, not to figh at pro- 
nouncing the name of the French Pliny. He 
certainly was rather the vidtim than the afiociate 
of the confpirators. But who can erafe Philofo* 
phifm from his. writings ? Nature had lent her 
genius, and why would he not content himftlf 
with what Ihe had placed before him? Noj.he 
would afcend higher, he would explain thofe nrtyl* 
teries referved to revelation alone j and, foaring 
above his fphere, he often lhows himfelf the dife 
ciple of Maillet and Boulanger. In giving the 
hiftory of nature, he deftroys that of religion. 
He was the hero of thofe men whom D’Alembert 
had fent to fplit mountains, and feek from the 
depths of the earth arguments to belie Mofes and 
the firft pages of holy writ. In the praifcs of the 

Sophifters 
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Sophifters he confoles himfelf for the ceniures of 
the Sorbonne; but the punifhment attached to the 
fault itfclfj as he only belied his own reputation 
for a knowledge of the laws of nature. They 
appeared to be null when he treated of the earth 
formed by the waters, or by fire, and of his endlefs 
epochs. And to falfify the fcriptures, he makes 
nature as ipconfiftent as his own fyftems. His 
ftyle, elegant and foblime, has always been ad- 
mired, but found infufficient to fave his works, 
from the fmile of the real philofopherj and his 
glory, like his comet, vanilhed in his dreams of 
incredulity. Happy, if in retracting his errors he 
. had been able to deftroy that fpirit of refearch in 
the adepts who only ftudied nature through the 
medium of Voltaire*. 

After thefe two men, fo juftly diftinguilhed by 
the grandeur of their ftyle, the remaining adept* 
Chiefly owe their celebrity to their impiety } nevcr- 
thelefs, two might have done honor to fcience by 

* D’Alembert and Voltaire ridiculed all thofe vain fyftems 
‘ of Bailly and Buffbn on the antiquity of the world and of its 
inhabitants. They would call thofe fyftems Nonfen/e, Fellies, 

, eat Exat/e for the ' want of Genius, Shallow Ideas,. V ain and ridi- 
culous Quackery (From D’Alembert, 6 March 1777, Vol. 69, 
Let. 178, P. 296); but D’Alembert took care to keep his 
opinions fecret on this fubjeft. By difcrediting theie fyftems 
he feared left he ihould difcourage thofe adepts whom he had 
fent to forge new ones in the Appenines, in order to give the 
fte to Mpfes and the facred writ. 

Ua 
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Freret. their learning. The firft, Freret, had by his im-» 
rnenfe memory nearly learned Bayle’s Dictionary 
by heart. But his letters to Thrafybulus, the 
offsprings of his Atheifm, fhow that his raft me- 
mory was more than outweighed by hiswant of 
judgment. 

Boulan- The fecpnd was Boulanger, whofe brain, over-: 
? er * ' burdened with Latin, Greek, Hebrew, Syriac and 
Arabic, had alfo adopted all the extravagancies 
of Atheifm ; but who retraced in the latter part 
of his life, execrating the SeCt that had milled him. 
We fhall foon fee that all the pofthumous works 
attributed to thefe writers were not written by 
them. 

Marquis F ain would the Marquis Z > ' Argent e de Dirac have 

Renee de % ure ^ among the learned Sophifters ; but his Chinejt 
Dirac, and Cabalifiic Letters, and his Pbilofopby of Good Senfe, 

only prove, that to Bayle’s Dictionary he was in- 
debted for his pretended reputation. He was a 
long while a friend of Frederic’s, and his impiety 
entitled him to that friendfhip. From his brother, 
the Prefident D’Eguille, we have learned, that; 
after feveral difeuffions on religions with pcrfbns 
better verfed in that fcience than Frederic, he 
fubmitted to the light of the Gofpel, and ardendy 
wifhed to atone for his paft infidelity. 

Da Me- As to La Metberie the doCtor, if he appeared tQ 
thenc. rave> ^ W as only from the fincerity of his heart, 
Id is man-machine , or his man-plant^ only caufed the 
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Seft to bluih for the open manner in which he had 

Laid what many of them wifhed to iniinuate. 

. Even in the firft days of the revolution! the Marmon- 
• • • tel* 

Sophifters confpiring againft their God thought 

they could glory in the talents and co-operation of 
Marmoniel. But let us not add to the forrows of 
, the man who needed only the firft days of the re- 
volution to fhrink with horror from thofe confpi- 
racies which had given it birth. Of all. the So- 
phifters that haye outlived Voltaire, M. de Mar- 
montel is the one who moft wifhed to hide , his for- 
mer intimacy with the Antichriftian chiefs. But 
alas, it is to thofe connexions that he owes his ce- 
lebrity, far more than to his Incas, his Beltfarius, 
or his Tales, intermingled with Philofophifm. We 
could wilh to hide it, but Voltaire’s own letters 
convid the repenting adept of having afted, and 
that during a long, time, a very different part among 
the confpirators. Voltaire was fo well convinced 
of M. de Marmontel’s zeal, that, thinking himfelf 
on the point of death, he bequeathed La Harpe to 
him. His laft will is worded thus, “ 1 recom- 
“ mend La Harpe to you, when I am no more j 
“ be will be one of the pillars of our church. You 
** muft have him received of the academy. After 
* having gained fo many prizes, it is but juft that 
he fbould beftow them in his turn V* 


* To Marmontel, 31 Aug. 1767, Vol.60, Let. 159,?. 171 , 

U 4 With 
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LaHarpe. With a tafte for literature, and fome talenti, 
which in fpite of his critics diftinguiih him above 
the common rank of the writers of the day, Mr ,• 
de la Harpe might have rendered his works ufeful, 
had he not, from his youth, been the fpoilt child 
of Voltaire. At that age it is cafy to believe one’s 
felf a Philofopher, when one difbelieves one’s car 
techifm; and the young La Harpe blindly follow?* 
ed the inftrudtions of his matter. If he never was 
the pillar, he might be correftly ftyled the trum- 
peter of the new church, by means of the Mercure, 
a famous French journal, by which its encomiums 
or its weekly criticifms nearly decided the fat£ qf 
all literary productions *, 

The encomiums which Voltaire lavilhed on that 
journal after La Harpe had undertaken the direc- 
tion of it Ihow how little governments are aware 
of the influence of fuch journals over the public 
opinion. Above ten thoufand people fubferibed, 
and many more perufed the Mercure j and, in- 

• We learn, by the public newfpapers, that Mr. de la 
Harpe was converted, when in prifon, by the Bifhop of St. 
Brieux. I ihould be little furprifed at it. The examples of 
this prelate, with the fruits of Philofophjfm in this revolution, 
muft ftrongly imprefs the n*an who, with a found judgment, 
can compare them with the leflons and promifes of his former 
mailers. If the news' of this converhon be true, I ihall have 
fhown him devoting his talents to error 5 and nobody will 
applaud him more than myfelf, for confecrating them in future 
to truth $lone. 


fluenced 
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fiueaced by its fuggeftions, they by degrees be- 
came as philofophic, or rather impious, as the 
hebdomadary Sophifter himfelf. The Confpira- 
tors taw what advantage could be reaped from 
this literary dominion. La Harpe ruled the 
feeptre during many years ; then Marmontel 
jointly with Champ fort ; as Remi> who was little 
better, had held it before them. I one day alked 
jthedatter, how it was poffible that he bad inferr- 
ed in his journal one of the moft falfe and wicked 
accounts poffible of a work purely literary, and 
pf which 1 had heard him fpeak in the higheft 
terms, He anfwered me, that the article al- 
luded to had been written by a friend of D’A- 
lembert’s, and that he owed his journal and even 
his fortune to D’Alembert’s protection. The 
injured author wiihed to publiffi his defence in 
the fame journal, but it was all in vain.— -Let the 
reader judge from this how powerfully the peri- 
odical papers contributed to the defigns of the con- 
lpirators ; in fa£t, it was by them that the public 
mind was chiefly directed to their defired object. 

This Se£t difpofed of reputations by their 
praifes or their cenfures, as beft fuited them.— - 
By thefe journals they reaped the two-fold advan- 
tage of pointing out to thofe writers who hun- 
gered after glory or bread * what fubjefts they 

• were 

♦ The Sophifters were fo well acquainted with the powers 
pf a journal, that they muttered up their higheft protections 

again# 
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were to inveftigate, and of calling, by means < 
their literary trump, the attention of the publ 
only to thole works, which the SeCt wilhed 
circulate, or from which they had nothing • 
fear. 

By fuch artifices the La Harpes of the day fb 
Warded the conlpiracy as much, if not more ths 
the moft aftive of the Sophifters, or their m< 
impious writers. The fophiftical author won 
mingle or condenfe his poifon in his produCtior 
while the journalift adept would proclaim it, al 
infufe it throughout the capital, or into all pai 
of the empire. The man who would have r 
mained ignorant of the very exiftcnce of an in 
pious or a leditious work, the man who wou 
neither have fpent his time nor his money on li* 
productions, imbibed the whole of their poifi 
from the infidious extracts made by the fophifl 
cal journalift. 

Condor- Above all the adepts, far more than even Vo 

cst ' taire himfelf, did a fiend called Condorcet hate tl 
fon of his God. At the very name of the Dei 

againft the religious authors who would difpute one wi 
them. When Voltaire was informed that Mr. Clement w 
to fucceed to Mr. Freron, whofe pen had long been coni 
crated to the vindication of truth, he did not bla!h«at fen 
ing- D- Alembert to the chancellor in hopes of hindering li 
Clement from continuing Freron’s journal. (ToD’Alembe; 
12 Feb. 1773, Vol. 6j, Let. 37, P. 1,65*) 

5 


ti 
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die monfter raged j and it appeared as if he wilhed 
to revenge on heaven the heart it had given him* 
Cruel and ungrateful, the cool affaffin of friend- 
ship and of his benefactors, he would willingly 
have directed the dagger againft his God, as ho 
did againft La Rochefoucault. Atheifm was but 
folly in La Metherie and madnefs in- Diderot ; 
jbut ip Condorcet it was the phrenzy of hatred and 
die offspring of pride. It was impoflible to con- 
vince Cordorcet, that any thing but a fool could 
believe in God* Voltaire, who had feen him 
when a youth, little forefaw what fervices he was 
to render to the confpiracy, even when he wrote, 
■** My great confolation in dying is, that you 
u fupport the honor of our poor Velches, in which 
w you wiM be well aflifted by the Marquis de Con- 
“ dorcet* !” 

It could pot have been on the talents of this 
man that the premier refted his hopes. Condor- 
pet had learned as much geometry as D’Alem- 
bert could teach himj but as to the Belles 
J^ettres, he was not even of the fecond clafs.— ■ 
His ftyle was that of a man who did not know 
his own language j and his writings, like his fb- 
phifms, required much ftudy to be underftood.— - 
But hatred did for him what nature has done for 
Others. Perpetually plodding a t his blajphemies, 

f T(> D’Alembert, a March, 1773, Vol. 69, Let, lot, P, 170, 

he 
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he at laft fucceeded in exprefling them more 
clearly ; for the amazing difference which is ob- 
ferveable between his former and his latter works 
can only be thus accounted for. It is more re- 
markable in his pofthumous work on the human 
mind, where his pen can hardly be traced, ex- 
cepting in a few paflages, though his genius per- 
vades every page. There he is to be feen, as 
during his life time, in his fludies, in his writings 
or converfation, directing every thing toward 
Atheifra, feeking no other objeft in this work than 
to infpire his readers with his own frantic hatred 
againft his God. Long had he looked for the 
downfal of the altar, as the only fight his heart 
could enjoy. He beheld it, but was foon to fall • 
himfelf. His end was that of the impious man, a 
vagabond, and wanderer, finking under pain, mi- 
fery, and the dread of Robefpierre, without ac- 
knowledging the hand of God, that ftruck him 
by that of the ferocious diftator. Alas, if he 
died as he lived, will not the firfl moments of his ' 
convi&ion and repentance be thofe, when he fhali 
hear that God, whom he blafphemed and denied> 
confeffed by the mouths of thofe awful victims of 
eternal vengeance ! ! 

During his lifetime, fo great was his hatred, 
that adopting error, in order to rid men of their 
fear of an immortal God in heaven, he did not 
flop fhort of imagining that his Philofbphifm would 

one 
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one day render men immortal upon earth. To 
belie Moles and the prophets, he became himlelf 
the prophet of madnefs. Mofes had Ihown the 
days of man decreafing unto the age at which God 
■had fixed them, and the royal prophet had de- 
-clared the days of man to extend from fixty to 
fcventy, and at the moft to eighty years, after 
which all was trouble and pain. And to the 
oracles of the Holy Ghoft, Condorcet would op- 
pole his! When he calculates his philofophic re- 
.volution, which begins by dragging fo many to 
their graves, he adds to the creed of his impiety 
that of his extravagancies j and without hefitation 
he pronounces, that “ we are to believe that the 
“ life of man muft perpetually inoreafe, if phylical 
“ revolutions do not obftruft it. That we are 
** ignorant of the extreme term which it is never 
<c to exceed. We do not even know, whether 
“ nature in its general laws has fixed that extreme 
term !” Thus in . his pretended Philofophic 
Sketch of the Progrefs of the human Mind *, after 
liaving built his entire hiftory on the hatred of 
Chrift, and left no hopes to man but in Atheifm, 
we fee this Sophifter of falfehood, fetting up for 
a prophet, and forefeeing all the fruits of his 
triumphant philofophy. It is in the very moment 
of the overthrow of the altar that he tells us, that 

* Epoch ioth. Page 382. 
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henceforth the days of man fhall be lengthened* 
and that in lieu of an eternal God in heaven* man 
friay become immortal on earth, as if at the verf 
moment of its triumph Philofophifm and the pride 
of the whole SeCt were to be humbled through 
the extravagancies of the moft impious and dear- 
eft of its adepts. A life wholly fpent in blafphe- 
my could not fail to have frenzy for its end. 

The name of Condorcct will appear again in 
thefe memoirs, and we fhall fee him hating kings 
nearly as much as he did his God. Hdvetius, and 
many others before him, had fallen a victim to 
this double hatred, though their hearts feemed ca- 
pable of neither. 

Helve- The unfortunate Helvetius , the child of a vir- 
**“*» tuous father, followed his fteps till beyond his 
early youth. An exemplary piety had been the 
fruits of a good education, till he became ac- 
quainted with Voltaire. He at firft fought him as 
a matter, and his love for poetry had infpired him 
with admiration for Voltaire. Such was the ori- 
gin of their intimacy, and never was connection 
more perfidious. In lieu of poetry, impiety con- 
ftituted his lectures ; and in the fpace of one year 
Voltaire transforms his pupil into a more impious 
and determined Atheift than he was himfelf.— 
Helvetius was rich, and was at once agent arid 
proteCtor ; laying afide the Gofpel, like the ge- 
nerality of the Sophifters, who -while they pre- 
tend 

I 
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tend to foperior underftanding in crediting the 
myfteries of Revelation, not only believe in all # 
the abfurdities of Atheifm, but are the fport of 
their own puerile credulity in all that can be 
turned againft religion. Helvetius’s work on 
the Spirit, and which Voltaire calls Matter, is 
filled with ridiculous ftories and fables, which he 
gives for truths, and which are add beneath criti- 
ciiin. This is neverthelefs the work of a man who 
pretends to reform the univerfe, but who equally 
difgufts his readers by the licentioufn'efs and ob- 
foenity of his morals, and by the abfurdity of his 
materialifm. 

Helvetius alfo wrote on Happinejs, but appears . 
himfelf to have been a perfed ftranger to it. In 
Ipite of all his Philofophy, he was lb tender to the 
bell-founded cenfure, that he loft his reft, quitted 
his country, and only returned to brood over the 
hatred he had vowed to kings and the church.— * 
Naturally of a good and gende dilpofition, his 
work on Man and his Education proves how much 
Philofophifm had altered that difpofidon. There 
he gives full fcope to the groffeft calumny and 
abufe, and denies fads daily occurring, and moft 
publicly attefted *. 

I have 

* I. would willingly have acquitted Helvetius of this poft- 
humous work, by faying, that it might have been an offspring 
of that fane conuuittte which had fathered fo many other 

. impious 
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and 

ethers. 


I have already fpoken of Raynal -, it is not 
■worth our while to call Deflijle from the oblivion 
in which both he and his work on the Pbilofopby 
of Nature, have fo long been buried. Still Ids to 
fpeak of Robinet and his book of Nature, which is 
only remembered on account of his ftrange expla- 
nations of the intelleft by oval fibres-, of memory 
by undulated or fpiral fibres ; of will by fretted fibres j 
pleafure and pain by bundles of fenfibility , and learn- 
ing by bumps in the underftanding, and a thoufand 
vagaries, if poffible, frill more ridiculous *. 

I lhall, however, mention < TouJfaint, as that man 
lhows to what a height Atheifm raged among the 
Confpirators. He had undertaken the part of the 

impious works on the dead. But then Voltaire could not 
have mentioned that work to his brethren at Paris, as one that 
they mull be acquainted with. In three fucceffive letters, he 
attributes it to Helvetius. He cenfures him on hillory, as we 
have done ; and D’Alembert, who tould not be ignorant of 
its author, does not undeceive him. The lhaxne then of this 
work mull attach to Helvetius’. This man writes (in a city 
where its archbilhop and its pallors were remarkable for their 
care and charity to the poor) that the clergy were fo hard' 
hearted, that the poor were never feen to began alms of them ^ 
though in that very city the re&ors were perpetually fee** 
furrounded by and alleviating the diftrefles of thofe fam^ 
poor. (See his work on Man, &c.) Such were/ the calunt— ’ 
nies his hatred invented, though contradifled by daily fadl^ 
He might have faid with more truth, that many applied fo^ 
alms to ecclefialtics and religious houfes when they dared no ^ 
alk them elfe where. 

# Of Nature, Vol. i. Book 4, Chap. 2* &c. &c. 
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corruption of morals *. Under the mafk of mode- 
ration} he fucceeds by telling youth, that nothing 
was to be feared from love , this pailion only perfect- 
ing them. That between man and woman that 
was a fufficient claim on each other without ma- 
trimony j - . ’That children are not more beholden to 
their fathers for their birth , than for the champagne 
they had drunk , or the minuet they had been pie afed to 
dance J. That, vengeance being incompatible with 
God, the wicked had nothing to fear from the 
punilhments of another world §. Notwithftanding 
all this doCtrine, the confpirators looked uponhim 
as a timid adept, becaufe he owned a God in 
heaven, and a foul in man ; and to puniih him 
they ftyled him the Capuchin Pbilofopher. Hap- 
pily for him, he took a better way of punilhing 
them, by abandoning their caufe and recanting 
from his errors ||. 

. In vain fhould I name a croud of other writers 
of the Se£t. Voltaire had fo perfectly brought 
Antichriftian productions into fafhion, that this 
species of literature was the refource and liveli- 
hood of thofe miferable fcribblers who fed upon 
their traffic in blafphemy. Holland in particu- 
lar, that miry bog, where the demon of avarice, 

• On Morals, Part 2 and 3. f Ibid. 

. { Ibid. Part 3, Art. 4. § Ibid'. Part 2, Se&. 2» 

H See his Expoftulations on the Book of Morals. 
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enthroned under the aufpiccs of a few bookfelkrs, 
would for a doit have made over every foul, every 
religion to impiety, wa? the grand afylum of theft 
ftarving infidels. Mark Michel Rey appears to 
have been the bookfeller who bought their Maf- 
phemies at the higheft price. He kept in his pay 
one Laurent, a monk, who had taken refuge at 
Amfterdam, and is the author of the Portable Di- 
vinity, and fo many other impious works recom- 
mended by Voltaire, particularly of the Compere 
Mathieu. This monk had other -co-operators, 
whom Mark Michel Rey paid by the fheet. It is 
Voltaire himfelf who gives us this account, and 
thefe are the works of which he perpetually rc- 
comihends the circulation, as thofe of a Philofo- 
phy which diffufed a new light to the univerfe *. 

We fhall foon fee the prefies of the fecret coftr- 
fraternity vying with thofe of Holland in deluging^ 
Europe with thefe vile produftions. Their fan— - 
menfe number brought them into fuch repute^ 
that many years before the revolution there wa^ 
not a petty poet, nor a novel writer, but muflS 
needs pay his tribute to the Philofophifin of im— - 
piety. One might have thought that the whole ard 
' of writing, and of obtaining readers, confifted iatf 

• To Count D’Argental, 28 Sept. 1761, Vol. 57, Let. riy, - 
P. 24.1 — To D’Alembert, 15 Jan. 1768/Vol. 68, Let. 223, P. 
483, and 13 Jan. 1.769, Let. 2, F. 6— To Mr. De Borde*, 4 
April, 1768, Vol. 60, Let. 260, P. 448. 

t epigrams 
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epigrams and farcafms againft . religion ; that all 
fciences, even thofc the moft foreign to religion, 
' had equally conlpired againft the God of Chriftia- 
nity. \ 

The hiftory of mankind was tranfmuted into 
the art of diftorting fads, and of direding them 
againft Chriftianity and Revelation j Phyfics, or 
the hiftory of Nature, into Anti-Mofaic Syftems, 
Medicine had its atheifm, and Petit taught it at 
the fchools of furgery. La Lande and Duput im- 
bued with it their ledures on aftronomy, while 
others introduced it even into grammar and Con- 
dorcet, proclaiming this progrds of Philofbphifm, 
exults in feeing it defcend from the northern thrones 
into the univerfities *. The young men, walking 
in the footfteps of their matters, carried to the bar 
all thole principles which our romancing lawyers 
were to difplay in the Conftituent Aflembly. On 
leaving the college, the attorneys clerks, or thofc 
of a counting-houfe, only feem to have learned 
their letters in order to articulate the blafphemies 
of Voltaire or Jean Jaques. Such was the riling 
generation, who, fince the expullion of their for- 
mer matters, were to be found prepared for the 
grand revolution. Hence arofc the > Mirabeaux 
and Briflots, the Carras and Garats, the Merciers 
- and Cheniers. Hence in a word, all that clafs of 

* See his artful Edition of Pafcal, Advertifement, P. 5. 

X a French 
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French literati, who appear to have been univer- 
Tally carried gway by the torrent of the French Re- 
volution. 

An apoftacy To univerfal certainly does not ne- 
ceflarily prove that literature and fcience are pre- 
judicial in themfelves ; but it Ihews that men of 
letters, deftitute of religion, are the moft danger- 
ous fubje&s in the (late. It is not abfolutely in that 
clafs that a Robelpierre and a Jourdan is found; 
but it can afford a Petion or a Marat. It can af- 
ford principles, fophifms, and a morality, which 
terminate in Robefpierres or in Jourdans ; and if 
thefe latter murder a Bailly, terrify a Marmontel, 
and imprifon a La Harpe, they only terrify, mur- 
der, or imprifon their progenitors. 


CH AF~- 
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CHAP. XVI.. 


Conduct of tbe Clergy toward- the Anikhrijlian 
Conjprators. 

While apoftacy bore fway in the palaces of 
the great, and in the fchools of fcience j and while 
all the higher clafies of citizens were led away 
from the worlhip of their religion, fome by example, 
others by the artful Sophifms of the Confpirators ; 
the duties of the clergy could not be' doubtful. It 
was their part to oppofe a bank to the fetid tor- 
rent of impiety, and fave the multitude from 
being fwept away by its waters. Far more than 
its honour or its intereft, its very name called on 
the clergy, by the moft facred ties of duty and of 
confidence, to guard the altar againft the attacks 
of the Confpirators. The leaft backwardnefs in 
the combat would have added treafon to apoftacy. 
Let the hiftorian who dared (peak the truth on 
kings be true on the merits of his own body ; 
whether it redounds to the honour, or difgrace of 
his brethren, let him fpeak the truth. Hence the 
future clergy will learn from what has been done 
the - line of conduct they ought to follow. The 
Confpiracy againft Chrift is not extinft, though it 
liiay be hidden but fhould it burft forth anew, 
X 3 muft 
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muft not the paftor know how far his conduit may 

influence or retard its progrefs ? 

Dytinc- ^ under the name of Clergy were compre- 

dons to hended all thofe who in France wore the half- 
be made 

among livery of the church, all that clafs of men who in 
the clergy p ar ; Sj f omc 0 f th e great towns, ftyled them- 
felves Abbes, hiftory might reproach the clergy 
with traitors and apoltates from the firft dawn pf 
Sophifters the Confpiracy. We find the Abbe de Prades the 
jft,- firft apoftate, and happily the firft to repent; the 
Abbes. Abbe Morellet, whofe difgrace is recorded in the 
repeated praifes of Voltaire and D’Alembert * ; 
the Abbe Condillac, who was to fophifticate the 
morals of his royal pupil; and above all, that 
Abbe Raynal, whofe name alone is tantamount to 
twenty demoniacs of the Sell. 

Paris fwarmed with thofe Abbes ; and we ftiU 
fay, the Abbe Barthelemi, the Abbe Beaudcau, die 
Abbe Noel, and the Abbe Syeyes. But the peo- 
ple, on the whole, did not confound them with 
the clergy. They knew them to be the offspring, 
of avarice, feeking the livings but laying afidess 
the duties of the church; or through economy 
adopting the drefs, while by their profligacy anc 3 
irreligious writings they dilhonoured it. Th^ 
numbers of thefc amphibious animals, and particu — ■ 

larly in the metropolis, may be one of the levered 

\ 

* To D’Alembert, 1 6 June, 1760, Vol. 68, Let.$5, P«tt$^ 
To Thiriot, z 6 Jam 1763, Vol. 57, Let. 1 57, P. 3*0. 

rc-^- 
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reproaches againft the clergy. However great the 
diftin&ions made between thefe and the latter may 
have been, the repeated fcandals of the former 
powerfully helped the Gonfpiracy, by laying them 
open to fatire, which retorted upon the whole * 
body, and affected the real minifters of the altar. ' 

Many of thefe Abbes, who did not believe in God, 
had obtained livings through the means of the 
‘ Sophifters, who by foliciting dignities for their 
adepts fought to introduce their principles, and 
difhonour the clergy by their immorality. It was 
the plague that they fpread in the enemy’s camp ; 
and, not daring to face them in the field, they 
/ought to poifon their fprings. 

If under the title of clergy we only comprehend Condutt 

thofe who really ferved at the altar, the Confpira- true c i er . 

tofs never prevailed againft them. I have fearched gy> and 
* 0 # what may 

their records j I have examined whether among the be obje&- 

bifhops and funftionary clergy any of thefe adepts *^ e ^ ainft 
were to be found, who cou^l be ckfied with the 
conipiring Sophifters. Antecedent to the Peri- 
gords and D’Autuns, or the apoftacy of the Gob- 
bets, Gregoires, and other conftitutionalifts, I only 
meet with the name of Bricnnes •, and one fuch 
Judas feated in the College of the Apoftles during 
the fpace of thirty years is quite fufficientj or, 
rather, is one too many*. Meflier, redtor of 

• * I 

* It is true, that Voltaire in his correfpondenee fometimes 
flatters himfelf with the protection of the Cardinal de Bernis, 

X 4 who . 
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Etrepigny, in Champagne, might be added, were 
it certain that his impious Laft Will and c Teftament 
was not a forgery of the Sophifters attributed to 
him after his death. 

At the time when the revolution drew near, 
Philofophifm attached itfelf to the covenants of 
men, and foon produced Dom Gerles and his con- 
federates, but thefe belonged to a different clafs of 
confpirators, which will be a future objeft of our 

who was then but the youthful favourite of the Marquife do 
Pompadour, or the (lender pofet of the Graces. The midakes 
of a young man are not fufficient to prove his concert with 
confpirators, whom he never after fupported, except in the 
expulfion of the Jefuits. But what D’Alembert faid of the 
parliaments may apply to him : €€ Forgive them. Lord ; for 
“ they know not what they do, nor whofe commands they 
** obey.” D’Alembert writes in quite another dyle when he 
fpeaks of Briennes ; he (hows him adting the mod refolute 
part of a traitor in fupport of the Confpiracy, and (imply 
hiding his game from the clergy. (From D'Alembert , 4 and 
21 Dec . 1770, Vol . 69, Lett , 48 and 53, P . 85 and g 1.) 

I found fome few letters alfo mentioning the Prince Lewis d* 
Rohan feconding their intrigues on the reception of Mar- 
montel at the Academy, and condefcending, as D’Alemberts 
fays t from Coadjutor of a Qatho\ic Church , to become the Coaef* 0 * 
jutor of Philofdfhy . ( From D'Alembert , 8 Dec, 1763, Vol, 69 ^ 

Let . 121, Page 260. J If fuch an error in a prince, naturallj^ 
noble and generous, proves that he was midaken in thinking^ 
that he barely protected literature in the perfon of an adepts 
it does not neceflarily follow that he mud have been initiatec^ 
into the fecrets of thofe who abided his protection, and endei— ■ 
by fporting with his perform 
6 
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Memoirs. At all times the body of the clergy 
preferred the purity of its faith ; adiftin&ion might 
have been made between the zealous edifying ec« 
clefiaftics, and the lax (not to fay feandalous) ones ; 
but that of believing and unbelieving could never 
Hand. Never could the Confpirators exult in this 
latter diftin&ion. Would they not have availed 
themfelves of their decreafing faith, • as they did 
of the incredulity of the minifters of Geneva* ? 
On the contrary, the moft fcurrilous abufe is ut- 
tered againft the clergy for their zeal in fupport 
of Chriftianity, and the fatire of the Sophifters re- 
dounds to their immortal honour. 

i 

The purity of faith alone was not fufficient in 
“the clergy j examples far more powerful than lef- 
dTons were neceffary to oppofe the torrent of im- 
piety. It is true, that in the greater part of their 
jpaftors the people beheld it in an eminent degree ; 
taut the majority will not fuffice. Thofe who are 
acquainted with the powers of impreflion know 
V>ut too well, that one bad ecclefiaftic does more 
harm than a hundred of the moft virtuous can do 
good. All fhould have been zealous, but many 
Were lax. There were among thofe whoferved the 
altars men unworthy of the fan&uary. Thefe were 
ambitious men, who, while they ought to have 

* See the Encyclopedia, article Geneva ; and the letter 
of Voltaire to Mr, Vernes. 
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been giving good example to their diocefTes, pre- 
ferred the intrigues and pomp of die capital. It is 
true, fuch a conduit could not have conftituted 
vice in the wbrldling ; but what may be venial in 
the world, is often monftrous in the church. The 
Sophifters in particular, with their morals, were 
not authorifed to reprobate thofe of the delinquent 
clergy. Where is the wonder that feme few un- 
worthy members lhould have intruded on the lanc- 
tuary, when the enemies of the church had pof- 
feffed themfelves of its avenues, in order to pre- 
vent the preferment of thofe whofe virtues or 
learning they dreaded ? How could it be other- 
wife, when the bifhops wifhing to repel 40 unworthy 
member, Choifeul anfwered, “ Such are the men 
** we want and will have : ” or when die irreli- 
gious nobleman only beheld in the riches of the 
church the inheritance of a fon not Ids vicious 
than his father ? 

The clergy might certainly have replied thus to 
their enemies. And true it is, that if any thing 
could aftonifh us, it is not that with all thefe in- 
trigues and ambition fome few bad paftors had' 
been obtruded on rife church, but rather that 6 ^ 
many good ones, worthy of their tides, yet re-^ 
mained. But the crimes of the firft inftigators do^ 
not excufe thofe paftors who gave room for the^ 
fcandal. Let the future clergy find this avowal re- 
corded } let thofe men be acquainted with whatever 
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influenced the progrefs of the Antichriftian Re- 
volution, whofe duty eflentially militates againft 
that progrefs, and renders the leaft pretext given 
criminal in them. 

Hiftory, however, muft alio declare, that if the They op. 
remiflhefs of fome few may have furnilhcd a pre- 
text to the confpirators, the majority made a noble of fm- 
ftand againft them j and though fome few fpots piety * 
could be found, the body was nevcrthelefs fplert- 
dent with the light of its virtues, which (hone 
forth with redoubled luftre, when impiety at 
length, ftrengthened in its progrefs, threw off the 
* malk. Then, riling above its powers, the- clergy 
were not to be intimidated by death, or the rigors 
-of a long exile; and the Sophifter unwillingly 
klulhed at the calumnies he had Ipread, when he 
.reprefented thofe men as more attached to the 
.riches than to the faith of the church. Thole riches 
remained in the hands of the banditti, while that 
faith crowns the archbilhops, bilhops, and cccle- 
fiaftics butchered at the Carmes, or confoles thole 
who have found in foreign countries a refuge from 
the armies and bloody decrees of the Jacobins : 
every where poor, and living on the beneficence of 
thofe countries, but powerfully rich in the purity of 
their faith and the teftimony of their confcience. 

• But the Clergy had not waited thefe awful days 

to oppofe the principles of the Confpirators. 

From the firft dawn of the Conlpiracy we can 

trace 
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trace their oppofition. Scarcely had impiety raifed 
its voice, when the clergy fought to confound it : 
the Encyclopedia was not half printed when it 
was profcribed in their affemblies j nor has a iingle 
convocation been held for thefe fifty years paft, 
which has not warned the throne and the magif- 
tracy of the progrefs of Philofophifm *. 

At the head of the prelates who oppofed it we 
find Mr. de Beaumont , archbiftiop of Paris, whole 
name hiftory could not filently pafs over without 
injultice. Generous as an Ambrofe, he was fired 
with the fame zeal, and equally ltedfaft againft the 
enemies of the faith. The Janfenifts obtained his 
exile, and the Antichriftians would willingly have 
fent him to the fcaffold ■, but there he would have 
braved their poignards, as he did the Janfenifts j 
when he returned from his exile, he might be faid 
to have acquired new vigor to oppofe them both. 

Many other bilhops, following his example, to 
the mod unblemifhed manners added their paftoral 
inftrudtions. Mr. de Pompignan, then Bilhop of 
Puy, refuted the errors of Voltaire and Jean Ja- 
ques; the Cardinal de Luynes warned his flock 
againft the Syjlem of Nature ; the Bifhops of Bou- 
logne, Amiens, Auch, and many others, more 
powerfully edified their diocefes by their example 
than even by their writings j nor did there pals a 

* See the Afts of the Clergy face the Year 1750. 

Iingle 



THE ANTICHRISTIAN CONSPIRACV. 


3*7 


fingle year, without fome bilhop combating the 
increafing progrefs of the impious Confpirators. 

If the Sophiftry of the Sedt continued its ra* 
va^es, it was not the fault of the Bilhops or the 
religious writers. The Sorbonne expofed it in 
their cenfures. The Abbe Bergier vidtorioufly pur- 
lues Deifm in its very laft intrenchments, artd 
makes it blulh at its own contradidlions. To the 
fophifticated learning of the Confpirators, lie op- 
pofed a more loyal application and a truer know- 
ledge of antiquity, and of the weapons it furnifhcs 
to religion *. The Abbe Guenee, with all that ur- 
banity and attic fait of which he was mailer, 
obliges Voltaire to humble himfelf at the fight of 
bis own ignorance and his falfe criticifm of facred 
■writ f. The Abbe Gerard had found a method of 
iandtifying novels themfelves. Under the moll 
engaging forms, he reclaims youth from vice and 
its tortuous paths, and reftores hillory to its pri- 
mitive truth. The Abbe Pey had fearched all 
the records of the church to reinftate it in its 
real rights ; and under the fimple form of a ca- 
techifm, we fee the Abbe Feller , or Flexi'er Dureval , 
Uniting every thing that reaion, truth, or fcience, 
can oppofe agamft the Sophifters. 

Prior to all thele champions of the faith, the 
-ribbe Duguet had vidtorioufly vindicated the prin- 

• His Deifm refuted,' and his Anfwer to Freret. 
f Letters of fome Portuguefe Jews. 

ciples 



3 >« 


THE ANTICHRISTIAN CONSPIRACY. 


ciples of Chriftianity, and the Abbe Houteville had 
demonftrated the truth of it from hiftory. From 
the firft dawn of the Confpiracy, the Pare Bertbier 
and his affociates had, in the Journal de Trevoux, 
particularly expofed the errors of the Encyclo- 
pedifts. We fee, therefore, that if the Celfi and 
Porphirii were numerous, religion had not loft its 
Juftins or its Origens. In theft latter times, as in 
the primitive days of Chriftianity, he who lin- 
cerely fought after truth muft have found it in the 
victorious arguments of the religious authors, op- 
pofed to the Sophifms of the Confpirators. And 
it may be truly faid, that many points of religion 
had been placed by theft modern apologifts in a 
clearer light than they had been feen in before. 

The Chriftian orators ably aflifted the efforts of 
their bifhop?, and inceffantly invoked the attention 
of the people to their danger. The refutation of 
Philofophifm was become the objeft of their pub- 
lic difcourfes. The Pare Neuville , after him Mr. de 
Senez, and the Pare Beauregard in particular, ieena 
to have been fired by that holy zeal. That fodden- 
infpiration with which he appeared to be ftized ba- 
the Cathedral Church of Paris is not yet forgot- 
ten ; when thirteen years before the revolution—- 
expounding the different maxims and expofing thes^ 
plans of modern Philofophifm, he made the vaults-— 
of the temple refound with words too fhamefully — 
verified by the revolution, and exclaimed in a pro- — 

phetic^ 2 
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phetic ft rain : — <f Yes it is at the King— at the 
“ King and at religion that the Philofophers aim 
** their blows. They have grafped the hatchet 
c< and the hammer, they only wait the favourable 

moment to overturn the altar and the throne.— 
** Yes, my God ! thy temples will be plundered 
** and deftroyed; thy feftivals abolifhedj thy fa- 
“ cred name blafphemed; thy worlbip proferibed. 
“ But what founds. Great God, do 1 hear ! what 
5* do I behold ! — to the facred canticles which 
“ caufed the vaults of this temple to relound to 
f ‘ thy praifes, liicceed wanton and prophane fongs ! 
** And thou, infamous Deity of Paganifm, impure 
“ Venus, even thou durft advance hither, and au- 
** dacioufly, in the place of the living God, feat 
** thyfelf on the throne of the Holy of Holies, 
“ and there receive the guilty incenfe of thy new 
<e adorers.” 

This difeourfe was heard by a numerous audi- 
ence, collefted by their own piety or att rafted by 
the eloquence of the orator} by adepts themfelves, 
who attended in hopes of carping at his expref- 
fions } by doftors of the laws with whom we were 
acquainted, and who often repeated them to us, 
long before we had feen them printed in various 
publications. The adepts cried out. Sedition and 
Fanaticifm. The doftors of the law only retrafted 
the feverity of their cenfures after they had feen 
the prediftion completely accomplilhed. 


Such 
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• Such ftrong cautions from the clergy, and the 
means they oppofed, retarded indeed the progrefs 
of the Sophifters j but could not triumph over the 
eonfpiracy. It was too deep, the black arts of 
feduftion had been too well planned in the hidden 
dens of the confpirators. I have ftill to unfold 
lome of their dark ihyfteries j and when light lhall 
have fhone upon them, with furprife lhall the 
reader alk, not how it was poffible (with lb much 
zeal on the part of the clergy) that the altar ihould 
be overthrown, but, how the fall of the temple 
could have been fo long delayed ? 

b 
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CHAP. XVII. 


New and more Jubtle Means of the Confpirators to 
J educe even the loweji Clajfes of the People. 


When Voltaire fwote to annihilate Chrifti- 
anity, he did not flatter himfelf with the hope of 
drawing the generality of nations into his apoftacy. 

His pride feems often fatisfied with the progrds 
that Philofophifm had made among thofe who go- 
•i verned, or were made to govern , and among men of 
letters*-, for a long time he does not appear to 
«nvy Chriftianity the inferior clafles of fociety, 

■which he does not comprehend under the appel- 
lation of the better fort. The fafts we are about 
to lay before the leader will fhow to what new 
extent the confpirators fought to carry their im- 
pious zeal, and by what artifices Chrift was to be 
deprived of all worlhip even from the loweft of 
the populace. 

A dottor known in France by the name of origin of 
Duquefnai had fo well infinuated himfelf into the ^ < j n ^ c o ~‘ 
favor of Lewis XV. that the king ufed to call him 
his thinker. He really appeared to have deeply 

* To D’Alembert, 13 Dec. 1763, Vol.68, Let. 122, P. 264. 

Vol.I. Y medi- 
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meditated on the happinefs of the fubjeCt, and he 
may have fincerely wiflied it ? he was neverthelefs 
but a fyftem- maker, and the founder of that Seft 
of Sophifters called CEconomifts, becaufe the ce- 
conomy and order to be introduced into die 
finances, and other means of alleviating the dif- 
treffes of the people, were perpetually in their 
mouths. If fome few of thefe CEconomifts fought 
nothing further in their {peculations, it is certain, 
that their writers took no pains to conceal their 
hatred for the Chriftian religion. Their works 
abound in paffages which at lead: fhow their wifli 
of fubftituting natural religion to the Chriftian re- 
ligion and revelation *. Their affectation of fpeak- 
ing folely of agriculture, adminiftration, and ce- 
conomy, render them lefs liable to fufpicion, than 
thofe confpirators who are perpetually intruding 
their impiety. 

Their Duquefnai and his adepts had more efpecially 
Free ^ undertaken to perfuade their readers, that the 
fchools. country people, and mechanics in towns, were en- 
tirely deftitute of that kind of inftruCtion neccf- 
fay for their profeffions j that men of this ckd$, 
unable to acquire knowledge by reading, pined 
away in an ignorance equally fatal to themfelves and 
to the ftate ; that it was necefiary to eftabliih fixe 

* See the analyfis of thofe works, by Mr. Le Guos, PrC 4 *” 
voft of St. Louis du Louvre. 
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fchools, and particularly throughout the country* 
where children might be brought Up to different 
trades* and inftru&ed in the principles of agricul- 
ture. D’Alembert, and the Voltairean adepts. Seconded 
loon perceived the advantages they could reap 
from thefe eftablilhments. In union with the 
CEconomifts, thcyprefertted various memorials to 
Lewis XV. in which not only the temporal but 
even the fpiritual advantages of fuch eftablilhments 
for the people ate ftrongly urged. The king* 
who really loved the people, embraced the project 
with warmth. He opened his mind on the liibjedt 
to Mr. Bertin, whom he honored with his confi- 
dence, and had entrufted with his privy purle. It 
Wags from frequent conventions with this minifter* 
that the memorial from which we extract the 'fol- 
iowing account was drawn up. It is Mr. Bertin 
lumfelf that fpeaks t 

** Lewis XV.” fays that minifter* “ having en- Bertk 
** trufted me with the care of his privy purfe, it unde- 
* c Was natural that he Ihould mention to me an L ew i, 

* c eftablifhment of which his Majefty Was to de- 
k< fray the expence. I had long fince clofely ob- 

fcryed the different Se&s of our philofophers * 

** and though I had much to reproach myfelf with 
— as to the praftice* I had at Jeaft prderved the 
** principles of my religion. I had little doubt of 
k * the efforts of the Philofophers todeftroy it. I 
** was fenfible that they wilhed to have the di- 

Y a ** rcftion 
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** region of thefc fchools themfelves, and by that 
** means feizc on the education of the people, 
u under pretence that the bilhops and ecdefiaftics, 
“ who had hitherto fuperintended them and their 
** teachers, could not be competent judges in fub- 
** jefts fo little fuited to clergymen. I appre- 
** hended that their objeft was not fo much to give 
** 'leffons on agriculture to the children of huf- 
** bandmen and tradcs-people, as to withdraw 
“ them from their habitual inftru&ions on their 
“ catechifm or on their religion. 

“ I did not hefitate to declare to the king, that 
* c the intentions of the Philofophers were Very dif- 
u ferent fromr his. 1 know thofe conlpirators, I 
c< faidj and beware. Sire, of giving them your aid. 
“ Your kingdom is not deficient in free fchools, dr 
** fchools nearly free ; they are to be found in every 
“ little town, and almoft in every village j and 
** perhaps they are already but too numerous. 
“ It is not books that form mechanics and plow- 
“ men. The books and matters fent by thefe 
" Philofophers will rather infufe fyftcm than in- 
tc duftry into the country people. I tremble left 
“ they render them idle, vain, and jealous fin a 
fhort time difcontented and feditious, and at 
** length rebellious. I fear, left the whole fruit 
“ of the expence they feek to put your Majeftf 
** to, fhould be gradually to obliterate from the 

" hearts 
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u hearts of the people the love of their religion 
u and their fovereign. 

<f To thefe arguments I added whatever my 
mind could fuggeft to diffuade his Majerty. I 
,c advifed him, in place of fending and paying 
'* thofe matters whom the Philofophers 'had 
u chofen, to employ the fame fums for multiply- 
r * ing the catechifts, and in ttarching for good 
“ and patient men, whom his Majefty, in concert 
u with the bifhops, ttiould fupport, in order to 
“ teach the poor peafantry .the principles of reli- • 

,c gion, and to teach it them by rote, as the rec- 
tors and curates do thofe children who do not 
know how to read* 

" Lewis XV, feemed to relifh my arguments •, 

“.but the Philofophers.. renewed their attacks. 

“ They had people about his perfon who never 
f ceafed to urge him, and the king could not per- 
14 fuade himfelf that his thinker ^ Duquefnai, and 
“ the other Philofophers, were capable of fuch de- 
t( teftable views. He was fo conftantly befet by 1 
u thofe men, that during the laft twenty years of 
his reign, in the daily conventions with which 
f * he honored me, I was perpetually employed in - 
14 combating the falfe ideas he had imbibed re- 
f * fpedtting the CEconomifts and their affociates. 

At length, determined to give the king anddlfc® 
pqfitive proof that they impofed upon him, I mea n l pf 
** fought to gain the confidence of thofe pedlars the cob. 

X3 
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« who travel through the country, and expofe 
“ their goods to fale in the villages, and at the 
fe gates of country feats. I fufpeftcd thofe in 
et particular who dealt in books to be nothing 
“ lefs than the agents of Philofophifm with the 
** good country folks. In my excurfions into 
“ the country I fixed my [attention above all oft 
« the latter. When they offered me a book to 
“ buy, I queftioned them what might be the 
«* books they had? Probably Catechifms or 
“ Prayer-books ? Few others are read in the Vil- 
«* lages ? At thefe words I have feen many fmile, 
< c No, they anfwered, thofe are not our works j 
« we make much more money of Voltaire, Dide- 
“ rot, and other philofophic writings. What ! feid 
t( I, the country people buy Voltaire and Diderot? 
** Where do they find the money for fuch dear 
“ works ? Their constant anfwer was. We have 
** them at a much cheaper rate than Prayer- 
* ( books; we can fell them at ten fols (5d.) a 
volume, and have a pretty profit into the bar- 
** gain. Queftioning fome of them ftill farther, 
tc many of them owned that thofe books coft 
«* them nothing ; that they received whole bales of 
<e them without-knowing whence they came, but 
< c being Amply defired to fell them in their jjoiir- 
neys at the loweft price.” 

Such was the account given by Mr. Bertin* 
and particularly during his retreat at Aix la Cha-» 
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pelle. All that he faid of thofe pedlars perfectly 
coincides with what I have heard many reCtors of 
imall towns and villages complain of. They look- 
ed upon thefe hawking bookfellers as the pells of 
their parilhes, and as the agents of the pre* 
tended philofophers in the circulation of their im- 
piety. 

Lewis XV. warned by the difcovery made by 
his minifter, was at length fatisfied that the eltablilh- 
ment of thefe fehools fo much urged by the con- 
Ipirators, would only be a new inftrument of fe- 
duCtion in their hands. He abandoned the plan 1 
but, perpetually harrafiied by the protecting So- 
phifters, he did not Itrike at the root of the evil, 
and but feebly impeded its progrefs. The pedlars 
continued to promote the meafures Of the confpira- 
tors j yet this was but one of the inferior means 
employed to fupply the want of their free fehools, 
as a new difcovery brought to light one far more 
fatal. 

Many years prior to the French Revolution, a Country 
reCtor of the diocefe of Embrun had had fre- fchool- 
tjuent contefts with the fchpol-malter of the vil- corrupted 
lage, charging him with corrupting the morals of 
his pupils, and with diftributing molt irreligious 
books among them. The lord of the village, 
one of the protecting adepts, fupported the fchoob 
matter; the good reCtor applied to his archbifhop, 

Mr* Salabert P’Anguin, Vicar-general, defired to 

y* fee 



THE ANTICHRISTIAN CONSPIRACY. 

fee the library of the matter. It was filled with 
this fort of works j but the delinquent, lo far 
from denying the ufe he made of them, with a 
pretended fimplicity, faid he had always heard 
thofe works fpoken of in the higheft terms j and, 
like the hawkers, declared that he was not at the 
trouble of buying them, as they were fent to him 
free of all coft. 

At about a league from Liege, and in the adja- 
cent villages, matters ftill more, perfidious car- 
ried their means of corruption to a far greater ex- 
tent. Thefe would alfemble on certain days, at 
particular hours, a number of trades-people and 
poor country fellows, who had not learned to 
read. In thefe meetings one of the pupils of 
the profeflor would read in an audible voice a 
chapter in fome work with which he hitnlelf had 
already been perverted ; for example, one of 
Voltaire’s romances, then the Sermon of the Fifty , 
the pretended Good Senfe , or other works of the 
Se£t furnifhed by the matter. Thofe that abound- 
ed in calumny and abufe againft the clergy were 
read with particular emphafis, Thefe meetings, the 
fore-runners of the Liege revolution, were only dif- 
covered.by an honeft and religious carpenter, who, 
working for a canon of that cathedral, declared the 
forrow he had felt at finding his two fons in 
one of thefe meetings reading fuch leftures to 
about a dozen of country fellows. On this difeo-, 

very 
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rcry a proper fearch was made in the adjacent 
country j many fchool-mafters were found guil- 
ty of the fame perfidy and, (hocking to fay, 
by the exterior pra&ice of their religion, thefe 
men had done away all fufpicion of fuch infernal 
dealings. The inquiry was carried ftill further, 
and the plots were traced up to D’Alembert. 

The following was the refult of this new difcovery j 
and it was the very perfon to whom the honed; 
carpenter opened his mind, and who made the ne- 
ceffary inquiries on this important objedl, that 
gave me the information. 

In feeking what men had been the prompters of D’Alem- 
thefe corrupters of youth, they were found to be 
men whofe connexions with the Sophilfers of tee of 
:he day were no fecret. At length they were 
:raced to D’Alembert himfelf, and his office 
or tutors. It was to this office that all thofe 
leretofore mentioned addrefled themfelves, when 
hey wanted the recommendation of the Sophif- 
ers to obtain a place of preceptor or tutor in 
he houfes of the great or wealthy. But at this 
>eriod private education was not the foie objedt 
if D’Alembert. He now had eftabliffied a cor- 
efpondence throughout her provinces and beyond 
he kingdom. Not a place of profelTor in a col- 
ege, nor of a Ample fchool-mafter in a village, 

*ecame vacant, but he or his coadjutors were im- 
nediately informed of it by his agents ; as alf<? 

of 
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of the perfons who petitioned for thefe placet} of“ 
thofe who foould be accepted or rejc&ed, and of* 
the means neceflary to be employed, or perfons to 
be applied to, to obtain the nomination of an 
adept competitor, or of thole who were to be fent 
from Paris; in Ihort, of the proper inftru&ions to 
be given to the ele&ed with regard to local circum*. 
fiances, or the greater or lets progrels that Philo- 
fophifm had made around them. Hence the im- 
pudence of the fchool-mafter in the diocefe of 
Embrun, and that hypocrily in thole of the prin- 
cipality of Liege, where a government totally ec- 
clefiaftical was to be feared, and where infidelity 
had not yet made the fame ravages it had in 
France. 

It is thus that D’Alembert, faithful to the mif- 
fion Voltaire had given him, to enlighten youth at 
much as lay in his power*, had extended his means 
of feducing them, Voltaire no longer regretted 
the colony of Cleves. That ntanufaSture of im- 
piety, which was to have been its chief obje£t, the 
philofophic confraternity , like that of the free- 
mafons, the secret academy, more jealous itc 
crulhing Chrift and his religion, than any other 
ever had been in the propagation of fcience or 
learning, was now eftablilhed in Paris. And 
was in the capital of the Moll Chriftian empi*^ 

* To D’Alembert, 1 5 Sept. 176a, Vol. 68, Let, 104, P. 31 4-.' 
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that thefc ifloeiations were held, the parents of 
the revolution that was to bring devaluation on 
France, and deftruftion on Chriftianity throughout 
the world. This was the laft myfiery of Mytra\ 
this was the deepeft intrigue of the confpirators ; 
nor do 1 know that it has been hitherto laid open by 
arty Writer. Irt the correlpondence of the Sophif- 
ters no trace can be difcovered of this intrigue, at 
leaft in what the adepts have publilhed. They had 
their reafons for fuppreffing fuch letters; for even 
ih the firft days of the devolution the people 
would have been indignant at bearing of fuch 
means to wreft their religion from them ; and never 
would fuch a myftery of iniquity have emerged 
from the darknefs in which it had been conceived, 
if Providence had not ordained that the unfortu- 
nate adept of whom we are about to fpeak, Hung 
with remorfe, fhould make an avowal of it. 

Before we publilh his declaration, it is incum- T j, c Se _ 
bent on us to fay by what means we became ac- cret Ac- 
quainted with it, and what precautions we have covered*" 

taken to afcertain its authenticity. The honor by the S*. 

crctary, 

and probity of the perfon who gave us the ac- 
count placed its veracity beyond all doubt; never- 
thelels we requefted to have it under his lignature. 

Still further, feeing that a great nobleman Was 
mentioned as a witnefs, and even as the fecond 
after in the fcene, we did not hefitate in applying 
direftly to hint. This nobleman, of diftinguilhed 

honor. 
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honor, virtue, and courage. Sears the firft dif- 
tinttion of French knighthood, and is in London 
at this time. We attended to the recital he was 
pleafed to make, and found it perfectly confonant 
with the attefted memorial that we had carried with 
us. ' If his name is omitted, it is only becaufc 
he was loath to fee it appear in a fa£t that crimi- 
nates the memory of a friend, whofe error was 
rather owing to the feduition of the Sophifters 
than to his own heart, and whole repentance in 

Ibme fort atoned for the crime of which he had 
♦ * 

been guilty. The following is the faft, which 

will complete the proofs, as yet only drawn from 

the letters of the confpiratorB themfelvcs. 

About the middle of the month of September 
1789, little more than a fortnight antecedent to 
the atrocious 5 th and 6 th of O&ober, at a time 
when the conduct of the National Affembly, hav-f 
ing thrown the people into all the horrors of a 
revolution, indicated that they would fef no bounds 
to their pretenlions, Mr. Le Roy , Lieutenant of the 
King’s Hunt, and an Academician, being at din- 
ner at the houfe of Mr. D’Angevilliers, Intendant 
of the Buildings of his Majefty, the conversion 
turned on the difafters of the revolution, and on 
thole that were too clearly to be forefeen. Din- 
ner over, the nobleman above-mentioned, a friend 
of Le Roy, hurt at having feen him fo great 
an admirer of the Sophifters, reproached him 

with 
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with it in the following expreflive words : fVeU, 
this, then, is the work bf Philosophy ! Thun- 
der-ftruck at thefe words, — ‘Alas ! cried the Aca- 
demician, to wboth do you Jay Jo? I know it but 
too well, and I Jhall die oj grief and remorfe! At *' 
the word remorfe, the fame nobleman queftioned 
him whether he had fo greatly contributed towards 
the revolution as to upbraid himfelf with it in 
that violent manner ? “ Yes,” anfwered he, “ I 

“ have contributed to it, and far more than I was 
“ aware of. I was fecretary to the committee to 
“ which you are indebted for it j but I call heaven 
cr to witnefs, that I never thought it would go to 
** fuch lengths. You have feen me in the king’s 
“ fervice, and you know that I love his perfon. 

“ I little thought of bringing his fubjetts 
“ to this pitch, and I Jhall die of grief and re - 
“ morjel" 

Preffed to explain what he meant by this com- 
mittee, this fecret fociety, entirely new to the 
whole company, the Academician refumed : 

“ This fociety was a fort of club that we Philo- 
“ fophers had formed among us, and only ad- 
** mitted into it perfons on whom we could 
“ perfectly rely. Our fittings were regularly held 
“ at the Baron D’Holbach’s. Left our object 
“ lhould be furmifed, we called ourfelves CEco- 
ft nomifts. We created Voltaire, though' abfent, 

«* our honorary and perpetual prefident. Our 

“ principal 
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principal members were D’Alembert, Turgot* 

“ Condorcet, Diderot, La Harpe, and that La* 

“ moignon, Keeper of the Seals, who, on his dif- 

** million, lhot himfelf in his park.” 

The whole of this declaration was accompanied 

with tears and fighs, when the adept, deeply peni- 

Itsobjeft tent, continued: ct The following were our oc- 
mud means . n , . 

“ cupations ; the molt of thofe works which 
“ have appeared for this long time paft againft 
** religion, morals, arid government, were ours,' of 
** thofe of authors devoted to us. They were all 
“ compofed by the members or by the orders of 
** the fdciety. Before they were fent to the prefs, 
*' they were delivered in at our office. There we 
«* revifed and correfted them ; added to or cur- 
** tailed them according as circumstances required. 
u When our philofophy was too glaring for the 
** times, or for the object of the work, we 
* c brought it to a lower tint; Mid when we thought 
“ that we might be more daring than the author* 

** we (poke more openly. In a Word, we made 
** our writers fay exactly what we pleafed. Then 
*' the work was publilhed under the title or name . 
tc we had chofen, the better to hide the hand 
** whence it came. Many, fuppofed to have been 
u pofthumous works, fuch as Chriftiantty Un- 
t( mafked , and divers others attributed to Freret and 
u Boulanger after their deaths, were iflued from 
“ our fociety, 

** When 
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«* When we had approved of thofe works, we 
tl began by printing them on fine or ordinary 
“ paper, in lufficient number to pay our ex- 
u pences, and then an immenfe number on the 
u commoneft paper. Thefe latter we lent to 
■ f hawkers and' bookfellers free of coft, or nearly 
:t lb, who were to circulate them among the peo- 
,c pie at the loweft rate. Thefe were the means 
If ufed to pervert the people and bring them to 
st the ftate you now fee 'them in. I lhall not 
M fee them long, for I jball die of grief and re- 
“ morfe /” 

This recital had made the company fhudder; 
peverthelefs, they could not but be ft ruck at the 
remorfe and horrid fituation in which they beheld 
the ipeaker. Their indignation for Philofophifm 
was carried ftill further when Le Roy explained 
the meanit^ of aca: l’inf: (ecrafez l’infame, 
tjrufh the wretch J, with which Voltaire concludes 
io many of his letters. The reader will perceive, 
that in the whole of thefe Memoirs we had uni- 
formly given the lame explanation ; and indeed 
the context of the letters makes the fenfe evident; 
but he revealed what we Ihould not have dared a£* 
fert on our own authority, that all thofe to whom 
Voltaire wrote under that horrid formula were 
members or initiated into the myfteries of this 
fccret committee. He alfo declared what we 
have already laid on the {Kan of elevating Briennes 
S tp 
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to the archbifhopric of Paris ; And many othef 
particulars which he related would have been pre- 
cious to hiftory, but have efcaped the memory of 
thofe prefent. None of them could give me any 
information as to the exafb time when this fccrct 
academy was formed •, but it appears from the 
difeovery made by Mr. Bertins, that it muft have 
1 exifted long before the death of Lewis XV. 

I think it neceffary, on this occafion, to lay be- 
fore my reader a letter of March 1763, which 
Voltaire writes to Helvetius; “Why,” fays he to 
his zealous brother, “ do the worlhippers of rea- 
" fon live in filence and fear ? They are not fuf- 
“ ficiently acquainted with their own ftrength. 
“ JVbat fhould hinder them from having a little prefi 
“ of their own , and from publilhing fmall works, 
“ Ihort and ufeful, and which Jhould only be confided 
“ to their friends. This was the method followed 
“ by thofe who printed the Laft Will of the good 
“ and honeft curate (Mdlier)j and his teftimony 
“ is certainly of great weight. It is further ter- 
“ tain, that you and your friends eould, with the 
“ greateft facility , pen the heft works poffible f and 
“ throw them into circulation without expoftng your* 
“ /elves in the leaf*." 

There alfo exifts another letter, in which. Vol- 
taire, under the name of Jean Patourel, heretofore 


• Vol. 58, £et. 50. P. 
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t Jefuic, and in his ironical ftyle feeming to feli- 
citate Helvetius on his pretended converfion, de- 
fcribes the method employed for the circulation of 
thofe works among the lower clalfes. •* In op- 
* c pofition to the Chrijlian Pedagogue, and the Think 
** well on it, books formerly fo much famed for 
** the converfions they had wrought pretty little 
" philofophic works are cleverly circulated; thefe 
“ little books rapidly fucceed each other. They are 
“ not fold ; they are given to people who can be relied 
u on, who in their turn diftribute them to women and 
f * young people. At one time it is the Sermon of the 
,c Fifty, attributed to the King of Pruffia ; at an- 
** other an Extract from the Will of the unfortunate 
**■ curate Jean Meflier, who, on his death-bed, 
“ implored forgivenefs of his God for having 
“ taught Chriftianity ; or, perhaps, the Catechifm of 
“ the Honeft Man, written by a certain Abbe Du- 
** rand, (that is Voltaire himfelf)*.” 

Thefe two letters may throw great light on the 
fubjeft. Firft, we fee Voltaire giving the plan of 
a fecret fociety, which perfeftly coincides with the 
one deferibed by Le Roi ; fecondly, we find that 
one of a fimilar nature exifted at Ferneyj thirdly, 
that it had not taken place at the period when thefe 
letters were written, as he prefles the eftablilhment 
of it. But on the other fide, the pretended pofthu- 

• To Helvetius, 25 Aug. 1763, Vol. 58, Let. 91, P. 179. 
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When ef- 
tablifhed. 


Its princi- 
pal a- 
depts. 


Damila- 

ville. 


mous works of Frerct and Boulanger, which the 
adept Le Roi declares to have been sflued from 
this fecret academy holding its fittings at the 
Baron D’Holbach’s, were publifhed in 1756 and 
17 57 *. It therefore appears that this fecret com- 
mittee was eftablifhed at Paris between the years 
1763 and 1766; that is to fay, that for three- and- 
twenty years preceding the Revolution they had 
been inceflantly endeavouring to feduce the people 
by thofe artifices and intrigues, the fhame of which 
drew the above avowal from its repenting fecre— 
tary. Such would have been the manufacture of 7 
Voltaire’s colony! 

It was with truth that this unhappy adept re — 
peated, I Jh all die of grief and remorfe ; for he dic^ 
not furvive his avowal three months. When h<22 
mentioned the principal members, he added thaC 
all thofe to whom Voltaire wrote under the abo- 
minable formula of Crufh the Wretch, were eithecr" 
members, or initiated into the myfteries of thi^ 
fecret academy. 

According to this clue the firft of thefe adepts 
will certainly be Damilaville, who exulted fo much 
on hearing that none but the rabble were left t» 
worfhip Chriftj for it is to him in particular that 
Voltaire always ends his letters by crufh the wretch. 
This man was himfelf very little above that rabble 

* See L’Antiquite devoilce, Amfterdam, anno 1766, and 
l’Examen des Apologises du Chriftianifme, anno 1767. 

5 whom 
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whom he lo riluch dclpifed. He had made a (mail 
fortune by being one of the clerks in the office for 
the tax called the Vingticmes, and had a (alary of 
about 180I. per ann. His philofophy had not 
taught him to endure poverty, as we fee Vojtaire 
excufing himfelf on his not having been able to 
procure him a more lucrative employment*. 

The diftin&ive character which Voltaire gives 
him in one of his letters is that of bitting God. 
Coilld that have given rife to their great intimacy ? 
It was through his means that he tranfmitted his 
molt impious productions or particular fecrets to 
the confpirators. We fhould have remained in the 
dark as to his literary talents, had it not been for 
a letter from Voltaire to the Marquis de Ville- 
vielle, which fo perfectly defcribes the meannels of 
the Sophifters, and how diftant they were from the 
true Philofopher, ready to facrifice every thing in 
the caufe of truth. “ No, my dear friend (lays 
** Voltaire to the Marquis), the modern Socrates 
will not drink hemlock. The Athenian So- 
** Crates, with relpeft to us, was a very imprudent 
“ man, an eternal quibbler, and who foolilhly fet 
K his judges at deBance. 

<c The philofophers of our days are wifer than 
“ that. They are not poflefred with that foolilh 
u vanity of putting their names to their works. 

* To Daisilavillej^Cec. 1767, Vol.6o,Let.»ii, P. 35 6. 
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*« They are Invifible hands, who, from one end of 
,f Europe to the other, pierce fanaticifm with the 
ft lhafts of truth. Damilaville is juft dead; he 
“ was the author of Cbriftianity Unmajked (which 
" I# had publiihed as a pofthumous work of 
« Boulanger’s), and of many other writiiigs. It 
“ was never known , and his friends kept bis fecret 
“ with a fidelity worthy of Pbilofophy 

Such then is the author of that famous work 
which the Sophifters. had given us as flowing from 
the pen of one of their moft learned adepts. Da- 
milaville, under the name of Boulanger, from his 
public-office, Tallies forth the phoenix of modern 
Philofbphifm, and with the courage of a Sophifter 
Ih rinks from his own works, left they ihould coft 
him dearly if ever called upon to fupport his prin- 
ciples before the tribunals. He alfo would have 
fhrunk from the hemlock potion, under the infamy 
and eternal fliame with which fuch abominable 
calumnies as he had vomited forth againft Chrifti- 
anity muft have overpowered him. 

This adept, fo worthy of Voltaire’s and D’Alem- 
bert’s friendfhip, died a bankrupt 1 clerk in office, 
and had been parted from his wife for the laft 
twelve years. Voltaire is his panegyrift when 
he fays, “ I Ihall always regret Damilaville ; I 
<c loved the intrepidity of his foul ; he was enthu- 

• zc'Be'c; 1768, Vol. 60, Let; 331', PV592. " 
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“ fiaftic like Saul Paul ; he was aneceffary man*.” 
Decency forbids us to quote the remainder of the 
panegyric. 

Next to this Sophifter, whofe chief merits, ap- 
pear to have been his enthufiaftic Atheifm, we 
find the Count D’Argental. I have already ipoken Count 
of his intimacy with Voltaire, and now only men- 
tion him as one of thole initiated in the myf- 
teries of the fecret academy) being one of thofe 
correfpondents to whom Voltaire exprelTes himr 
lelf in the raoft unrelerved manner on his plan of 
crulhing Chrift f. 

On the fame claim a fort of fcribbler called Thiriot. 
Thiriot is to be enumerated among the members 
of the academy. Not more elevated than Da- 
milaville in rank or fortune, he for a longer time 
fubfifted on the benefactions of V oltaire, who firft 
made him his difciple and then his agent. Bro- 
ther Thiriot added ingratitude to his impiety, and 
Voltaire complained bitterly of him. But Thi- 
riot, notwithftanding his ingratitude, always re- 
mained impious, which reconciled Voltaire to ' ' 
him, and preferved him within the fraternal em- . 
brace of the confpirators J. 

* To D’Alembert, 23 Dec. 1768, Vol. 68, Let. 243, P. 500, 
and 13 Jan. 1769, Vol. 69, Let. 2, P. 6. 

f See numbers of letters in the General Correfpondence. - 

| See Correfpondence and Letters to D’Alembert, and let- 
ters from the Marchionefs of Chatellet to the King of Prudia. 
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Saurin.- It is with concern that Mr. Saurin is found to 
have been a member of this academy. Certainly 
it is not his literary works that raile this fentiment ; 
for were it not for his Tragedy of Spartacus, both 
his profe and verfe would equally be forgotten •, 
but we are told that it was rather to his want of 
fortune, than to his difpofition, that he owed his 
connexions with the Sophifters. He is even faid 
to have been a man of great probity j but that he 
was drawn into that fociety for the confideration 
of a penfion of a thoufand crowns which Helve- 
tius paid him. What an excule ! And where is 
the probity of the man who will facrifice his reli- 
gion to his intereft, and for a penfion coalefce 
with thole who conlpire againft his God ? We 
fee Voltaire writing to Saurin himfelf, and placing 
him on the fame line with Helvetius And thq 
initiated Brethren, entrufting him with the fame 
fecrets, and exhorting him to the lame warfare 
againft Chrift. As we have never ften him dis- 
claim the connexion, the lhame of it muft attach 
to him *. 

Grimm. A Swifs Baron of the name of Grimm muft 
alfo find his place here. He was the worthy 
: friend and co-operator of Diderot j like him tra- 
velling to Peterlburg to form adepts, then re-* 
turning to Paris, he alfo joins in his ablurdities, 

• To Saurin, ? Feb-. 1761, Vol. 57, Let. 33, p. 52, and to 
PamilaviUe, 2? Nov, 176?, Let. 259, P, 506. 
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repeats after him, that letween a man and bis dog 
there is no other difference than their drefs, and exults 
in being able to apprife Voltaire that the.Emperor 
Jofeph II. was initiated into his myfteries. 

We will terminate our lift by the German Ba- Baron 
ron D’Holbach, who, deftitute of abilities, lends P’Hol- 

bach. 

his houfe. He had acquired at Paris the reputa- 
tion of a lover and proteflor of the arts, nor did 
the Sophifters contribute a little to it. This was 
a cloak to their meetings at his houfe. Unable 
to vie with the poet, he wilhes to be the Medenas. 

Nor is he the only perfon that has owed his repu- 
tation to his purfe, and to his having difpofed of it 
•in favor of the Sophifters. In fpite of thele pre- 
tences, ufed for coloring the frequent meetings of 
the adepts, the public repute of thofe who reforted 
•-to his houfe had thrown fuch an odium on him, 
las to caufe ic to be openly faid, that to gain ad- 
mittance at his houfe it was necefl'ary, as in Japan, 
to trample on the crofs. 

Such then were the members of this famous 
academy, whole foie object was to corrupt the 
minds of the people and prepare the way to uni- 
verlal apoftacy, under the pretext of public happi- 
nefs, public ceconomy, or the love and advance- 
ment of the arts. We have mentioned fifteen of 
its members, Voltaire, ' D’Alembert, Diderot, 
Helvctius, Turgot, Condorcet, La Harpe, the 
keeper of the feals Lamoignon, Damilaville, Thi- 

Z 4 riot, 
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riot, Saurin, the Count D’Argental, Grimm, the 
Baron D’Holbach, and the unfortunate Le Roi^. 
who died confumed with grief and remorfe for" 
having been the fecretary to fo monftrous an aca- 
demy. 

If we now revert to the real founder of this aca- 
demy, and to Voltaire’s letter to Helvetius, already 
quoted, the following one to D’Alembert Ihould 
be added : “ Let the Philofophcrs unite in a bro- 
“ therbood like the Freemafons, let them afiemble 
“ andfupport each others let them be faithful to 
(c the affociation. Then I would fuffer myfelf to 
“ be burnt for them. This Secret Academy 
" will be far fuperior to that of Athens, and to 
“ all thofe of Paris. But every one thinks only 
“ for himfelf, and forgets that his moft facred 
<c duty is to annihilate the wretch .” This letter is 
dated 20th of April 1761 *. Confronting it with 
the declaration of Le Roi; we fee how faithfully 
the Parifian adepts had followed the plans of the 
premier chief. Often did he lament his Inability' 
to prefide over their labours but at a diftance ; and 
it was difficult to perfuade him, that the capital of 
the moft Chriftian empire was a proper feat for fo 
licentious an eftablilhment. It is for that reafon 
that we fee him purfuing his favorite plan of the 
philofophic colony, even after the eftablifhment 
of the fecret academy. But the time came when 
* Vol. 68, Let. 85, P. 163. 
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the direful fuccefs of the latter more than com- 
penfated the lofs of the former. Triumphant in 
Paris, and furrounded by the adepts, he was one 
day to reap the fruits of fuch unrelenting conftancy 
in the warfare which during the Jaft half century 
he waged againft his God. 


CHAP. 
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CHAP. XVIII. 

Of the General Progrefs of the Confpiracy throughout 
Europe.— Triumph and Death of the Chiefs. 

Hopes of As the confpirators advanced in their arts of 
farators ^" e ^ u< ^‘ on > t ^ e ‘ r hopes were daily heightened by 
fome new fuccefs. Already was that fuccefs fo 
great, that a few years after the Encyclopedia had 
firft appeared we find D’Alembert confidently wri- 
ting to Voltaire, “ Let Philofophy alone, and in 
“ twenty years the Sorbonne, however much Sor- 
“ bonne it may be, will outftrip Laufanne itfelfj” 
that is to fay, in twenty years time (and this was 
written 21ft July, 1757*), the Sorbonne would be 
as incredulous and Antichriftian as a certain mini- 
fter of Laufanne (Voltaire himfelf), who furnilhed 
the moft impious articles that are to be found in 
the Encyclopedia. 

Soon after Voltaire, improving on D’Alembert, 
fays, (e Twenty years more, and God will he in a 
il pretty plight -f/ That is to fay, twenty years 
more, and not an altar of the God of the Chriftjans 
lhall remain. 

• Vol. 68, Let. 30, P. 51. 

4 To D’Alembej-t, 25 Feb. 1758, Vol. 68, Let. 44, P. 79. 

Every 
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Every thing indeed fecmed to forebode the uni- Their 
Terfel reign of impiety throughout Europe. The P rogre ^ s * 
diftriCt in particular which had fallen to Voltaire 
was making luch an awful progrefs, that eight 
years after he writes, not a /ingle Chriflian is in Swit- 
to be found from Geneva to Berne*. Every where 
elle, to ule his exprefiions, the world was acquir- 
ing wit apace ; and even lo fad, that a general re- 
volution in ideas threatened all around. Germany i„ Gee- 
in particular gave him great hopes jv Frederic, wity. 
who as carefully watched it as Voltaire did Swit- 
zerland, writes, that “ philofophy was beginning 
<f to penetrate even into fuperftitious Bohemia, 
u and into Auftria, the former abode of fuperfti- 
« tionj.” 

In Ruffia the adepts gave (till greater hopes. j n 
This protection of the Scythians is what confoles 
Voltaire for the perfections which befel the 
SeCt elfewhere ||. He could not contain himfelf 
for joy when he wrote to D’Alembert how much 
the brethren were protected at Peterlburg, and 
informed him, that during a journey made by 
that court the Scythian p'roteCtors had each one, 
for his amufement, undertaken to tranflate a 

* To D’Alembert, 8 Feb. 1776, Vol. 69, Let. 15 1, P.257, 
f To D’Alembert, 5 Apr. 1765, Vol. 68, Let. 162, P. 352, 

J From Frederic, 8 Jan. 1766, Vol. 65, Let. 143, P. 344. 

J Jo Diderot, 2$ Sept. 1762, Vol. 37, Lex. 24.2, P. 475. 


chapter 
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chapter of Belifarius into their language : that 
the Emprefs had undertaken one herfelf, and had 
been even at the trouble of reviling the tranflation 
of this work which in France had been cenfured 
by the Sorbonne *. 

In Spain. D’Alembert wrote, that in Spain Philofophifm 
was undermining the Inquifition f » and according 
to Voltaire, a great revolution was operating in 
In Italy, ideas there, as well as in Italy J. A few years after 
we find that this Italy fwarmed with men thinking 
like Voltaire and D’Alembert, and that their inte- 
reft only prevented them from openly declaring 
for impiety ||. 

In Eng- As to England, they made but little doubt of its 
land. falling an eafy prey. According to them, it was 
overrun with Socinians who fcoffed at and hated 
Chrift, as Julian the apoftate hated and delpiled 
him, and who only differed in name from the phi- 
lofbphers §. 

Finally, according to their calculations, 'Bava- 
ria and Aultria alone (this was during the life- 
time of the Emprels Queen) continued to fup- 
port the divines and defenders of religion. The 

• To D’Alembert, July, 1767, Vol. 68, Let. 212, P. 445. 

f From D’Alembert, 13 May, 1773, Vol.69, Let. 108, 
P. 182, and 5 April 1768, Vol. 68, Let. 226, P. 473. 

1 To Riche, 1 March, 1768, Vol. 60, Let. 254, P. 434. 

|| ToD* Alembert, 16 Jane, 1773, Vol. 69, Let. II3,P. 194. 

% To Frederic, 8 Nov. 1773, Vol. 66, Let. 46, P. 1 12. 

Emprefs 
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Emprefs of Ruffia was driving them on glorioujly ; 
and they were at their laft gajp in Poland, thanks 
to the King Poniatowfki. They were already over- 
thrown in PruJ/ia, through' the care of Frederic i 
and in the north of Germany the SeCt daily gained 
ground, thanks to the Landgraves, Margraves, 

Dukes and Princes, adepts and protestors *. 

Far otherwife did matters Hand in France. We InFrance. 
often fee the two chiefs complaining of the obfta- 
cles they had to encounter in that country, the 
favourite objeCt of their c.onfpiracy. 

The perpetual appeals of the clergy, the de- 
crees of the parliaments, the very afts of autho- 
rity which the minifters, though friendly to the 
confpirators, were -obliged to exert in order to 
hide their predilection, were not entirely ineffectual. 

' The bulk of the nation ftill remained attached to 
its faith. That numerous clafs called the people, 
in fpite of all the intrigues of the fecret academy, 
ftill flocked to the altar on days of folemnity. In 
the higher claffes numerous were the exceptions 
to be made of thofe who ftill loved religion. I n- 
dignant at fo many obftacles, Voltaire would per- 
; petually ftimulate his countrymen, whom he con- 
temptuoufly calls his poor Velches. Sometimes how- 
ever he was better pleafed with them, and would 
write to his dear Marquis Villevielle, “ The people 

* To D’Alembert, 4 Sept. 1767, Vol.68, Let. 219, P. 459. 
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n are mighty foolijh ; Philofophifm Heverthelefs make 

its way down to them. Be well affured, for iri- 

«* ftance, that there are not twenty people if 
“ Geneva who would not abjure Calvin as fooi» 

“ as they would the Pope ; and that many phi- - 
" lofophers are to be found in Paris behind the 
" counter*.” But, generally fpeaking, his com- 
plaints about France predominate in his cortefpon- 
dencie with the confpifators j fometimes he would 
defpair of ever feeing Philofophy triumph there. 
D’Alembert, on the fpot, judged of matters very 
differently j and though every thing did not anfwef 
his wilhes, he neverthelefs thought himfelf author 
rifed to flatter Voltaire, that though pbilofopby 
might receive a temporary check , it never could bf 
Jubdued j-. 

About the period when D’Alembert wrote thisj 
it was but too true that Philofophifm could flatter 
itfelf with the hopes of triumphing over the attach- 
ment of the French nation to their religion. Du- 
ring the laft ten or twelve years impiety had made 
a dreadful, progrels; the colleges had fent forth a 
pew generation educated by new matters j they 
were nearly void of all knowledge, and par- 
ticularly deftitute of religion or piety. It per- 
fedtly coincided with Condorcet’s expreflion, that 

* 20 Dec. 1768, Vol. 60, Let. 331, Page 593. 
f From D’Alembert, j Nov. 1776, Vol. 69, Let. 49, P. 282. 

Philofophifm 
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Philofophifm bad dejcended from the thrones of the 
North into the very univerfities *. The religious 
generation was nearly extinct, and the revealed 
truths were obliged to give place to the empty 
founds of reafon, philofophy, prejudices, and other 
fuch terms. In the higher clafies impiety made 
large ftrides, at court and in the tribunals. From 
the capital it gained the provinces, and the mafter 
fet the example to the fervant. Every one would 
be a Philofopher, whether minifter or magif- 
trate, foldier, or author. He that wifhed to ad- 
here to his religion was expofed to all the farcaftic 
irony of the Sophifters, and that particularly among 
the great, where it required as much courage to 
profefs one’s religion after the confpiracy, as it did 
audacity and ralhnefs to declare one’s felf an Athe- 
ift before. 

Voltaire was at that time in his eighty-fourth Voltaire’s 
year. After fo long an abfence, and always under triumplu 
the power and lalh of the law, he could only have 
appeared publicly in Paris to controvert thofe im- 
pieties which had brought the animadverlion of the 
parliament on him. D’Alembert and his academy 
refolved to overcome that obftacle. In fpite of re- 
ligion they eafily fucceed, and minifters, chiefly 
adepts, abufing the clemency of LewisXVI. obtain 
the recal of this premier chief, under pretence 

* See his Preface to his edition of Pafcal’s Thoughts. 

that 
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that this aged man had been fufficieotly punched 
by his long exile ; and that in conftderation of his 
literary trophies, his failings might be over-looked. 
It was agreed that the laws fhould be Glent with 
regard to him on his approach to Paris ; the magi- 
ftrates feemed to have forgotten the decree they 
had pafled againft him. This was all that the con- 
fpirators wifhed. Voltaire arrives in Paris, he 
receives the homage of the Seft, and his arrival 
conftitutes their triumphal day. This man, bend- 
ing under the weight of years fpent in an unre- 
lenting warfare, either public or private, againft 
Chriftianity, is received' in the capital of his moft 
Chriftian Majefty, atnidft thofe acclamations which 
were wont to announce the arrival of the favorite 
child of vidtory returning from the arduous toils 
of war. 

Whitherfoever Voltaire bent his fteps, a croud 
of adepts and the gazing multitude flocked to 
meet him. All the academies celebrate his ar- 
rival, and they celebrate it in the Louvre, in* the 
palace of the kings, where Lewis XVI. is one day 
to be a prifoner and a vidtim to the occult and 
deep confpiracies of the Sophifters. The the- 
atres decree their crowns to the impious chief} 
entertainments in his honor rapidly fucceed each 
other. Intoxicated through pride with the incenfe 
of the adepts he fears to fink under it. In the 
midft of thefe coronations and acclamations he 

... exclaimed. 
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exclaimed. You ivijb then td make me expire with 
glory /—Religion alone mourned at this fightj and Hudeath. 
vengeance hung Over his head. The impious 
man had feared to die of glory j but rage arid de- 
ipair was to forward his laft hour ftill more than 
his great age. In the midft of his triumphs a vio- 
lent hemorrhage raifed apprehenfions for his life. 
D’Alembert, Diderot, and Marmontel, haftened 
to fupport his refolutiori in his laft moments ; but 
were only witriefles to their own Ignominy as well 
as to his* j 

Here let not the] hiftoriari fear exaggeration* 

Rage, remorfe, reproach, and blafphemy, all ac- 
company and characterize the long agony of the 
dying Atheift. This death* the moft terrible . 
that is ever recorded to have ftricken the im* 
pious man* will not be denied by his companions 
in impiety j their filence, however much they may 
wifli to deny it, is the leaft of thofe corroborative 
proofs which could be adduced. Not one of the . 
SophiftePs has ever dared to mention any fign 
given of refolution or tranquillity by the pre- 
mier chief during the fpace of three months, which 
elapfed from the time he was crowned at the the- 
atre, until his deceafe. Such a Glence expreffcs 
how great their humiliation was in his death* 

On his return from the theatre, and in the 
midft of the toils he was refuming in order to 
acquire frelh applaufc, Voltaire was warned, 

Vol. I. A a that 
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that the long career of his impiety was drawing t<^ 
an end. 

In fpite of all the Sophifters flocking arountK 
him, in the firft days of his illnefs he gave figns o£~ 
wifhing to return to the. God he had fo often bjaf— 
phemed. He calls for the priefts who minifterecL. 
to Him whom he had fworn to crujh, under the Ap- 
pellation of the wretch . His danger increaling^- 
he wrote the following note to the Abbe Gaultier. 

You had promifed me. Sir, to come and hear 
K me. I intreat you would take the trouble of 
** calling as foon as poflible. Signed, Voltaire. 
w Paris, the 26th Feb. 1778.” 

A few days after he wrote the following de- 
claration, in prefence of the fame Abbe Gaultier, 
l he Abbe Mignot, and the Marquis de Villevidle, 
copied from the minutes depofited with Mr. Mo- 
met, notary at Paris. 

“ I, the underwritten, declare, that for thefe 
• *' four days paft, having been afflifled with a vo- 
f* miring of blood at the age of eighty-four, and 
* f not having been able to drag myfelf to the 
" church, the Rev. the Reftor of St. Sulpice 
*' having been pleated to add to his good works 
" that of fending to me the Abbe Gaultier, a 
“ prieft, I confeffed to him j and if it pleafes God 
" to difpofe of me, I die in the Holy Catholic 
** Church in which I was born ; hoping that the 
u divine mercy, will deign to pardon all my faults ; 

- 8 . if 
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“ if ever I have fcandalized the Church, I afk 
“ pardon of God and of die Church, ad March 
u 1778. Signed, Voltaire; in' prefeace of the 
“ Abbe Mignot, nay. nephew, and the Marquis dc 
Villeveille, my friend;?? 

After the two witnefles had figned tins decla- 
ration, Voltaire added theft. words, copied from 
the fame minutes : “ The Abbe Gaultier* . mjr 
" confeffor, having apprized me, that it was l a id 
“ among a certain fet of people, , that l^sould prak 
“ ted again ft every thing I did at my death ; Ide- 
clare I never made fuch a fpeech, and’ that it is 
“ an old jeft attributed long fince to many of the 
“ learned more enlightened than I am.” 

Was this declaration a frefh inftance of his former 
hypocrify ? Unfortunately, after the explanations ^* 
have feen him give of his exterior, a&s of religion, 
may there not be room for doubt f Be that as it 
may, this is a public homage paid to that religion 
in which he declared he meant to die, notwith- 
ftanding his having perpetually confpired againft 
it during his lift. This declaration is alfo figned 
by that fame friend and adept the Marquis de 
Villeviclle, to whom eleven years before Vol- 
taire was wont to write, “ Conceal your march 
u from the enemy in your endeavours to crufh the 
** wretch 

* 27 April, 1767, Vol. 60, Let. io>, P. 180. 

„ A a 2 Voltaire 
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Voltaire had permitted this declaration to be 
Carried to the reftor of St. Sulpice, and to the 
Archbifli6p of Paris, to know whether if would 
be fiiffidient. When the. Abbe Gaultier returned 
with the anfwer, it was hnpoflible for him to- gain 
admittance -to the patient ' The confpirators had 
ftrainedeyery, iierve to hinder the chief from con- 
Ipmnjatingfus recantation, and every avenue was 
fluff tothe pricft whom Voltaire himfelf had fent 
far*; The demons haunted every accefs > rage fuc- 
eotxis to. fury, and fury" again to rage during the 
remainder of his life. Then it was that D’Alem- 
bert, Diderot, and about twenty others of the con- 
fpirators who had befet his apartment, never ap- 
proached him, but to witnefs their own ignominy; 
and often he would curfc them and exclaim, — ' 

L 

^•-Retire;, it is you that have brought me to my 
** prelent ftatej begone, I could have done with- 
“ out you all ; ; but you could not exift without 
“ me ; and what a wretched glory have you pro- 
“ cured me ! ” 

Then would fucceed the horrid remembrance 
of his confpiracy. They could hear him, the prey 
of anguilh and dread, alternately liipplicating and 
blafpheming that God againlt whom he had con- 
lpired j and in plaintive accents would he cry out. 
Oh Chrift ! Oh Jefus Chrift ! and then complain 
that he was abandoned by God and man. The 
hand which had traced in ancient writ the fentence 
5 of 
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of an impious revetting king, feemed to . t^cc 
before his eyes Crush .then, do. crush the 
wretch. In vain he turned, away his:head j (ho 
time was coming apace when he was to appear 
before the tribunal of him he had. blafphemcd<| 
andhisphyficians (particularly'Mr;Trondiln), cal- 
ling in to adminifltr relief T^tire’thuriderftrucki 
declaring the death of the impioui r njiart to-be ! ter- !■« : 
rible indeed. The pride of -the confpirators would 
willingly have fupprefledthefe declarations j but 
it was in vain: the Marefchal do Richlieuflies 
from the bedfide declaring it to be a fight too 
terrible to be fuftained ; and Mr. Tronchin fays, 
that the ravings of Oreftes could give but a faint 
idea of thofe of Voltaire. ■/. 

Thus died on the 30th of Mayi 17.78; rather 
worn out by his own fury than by the weight of 
years, the moll; unrelenting Confpirator againft 
Chriftianity that had been feen fince the time of 
the Apoftles. His perfection, longer, and more 
perfidious than thofe of Nero of Dioclefian, had 
vet only produced apoftates ; but they, were more 
numerous than the martyrs made in the former 1 
perfections. ( See the note at the end of the chapter. )> 

The confpirators, in lofing Voltaire, had loft D’Alem- 
every thing with refpeft to talents •, but his arms^^^* 
of impiety they had remaining in*his -numerous chief, 
writings. The art and cunning of D’Alemberd 
proved more than a fuccedaneum to the genius 
A a 3 of 
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of (heir deceafed founder, and he was proclaimed 
chief The fecret committee of education in Pa- 
ris, the ebuntry conventicles, and the correfpond- 
ence with the village fchool-mafters, owed their 
origin to him. He continued to direft the works 
of the. feicret. academy in the propagation of im- 
piety, until called upon tb appear before that lame 
and dies. God who had already judged Voltaire. He died 
five years after his patron, in November 1783.— 
Left remorfe fliould compel him to fimilar recant- 
ations to tHofe which had fo much humbled the 
Sett, Condorcet undertook to render him inac- 
ceffible, if not to repentance and remorfe, at lcaft 
to all who might have availed themfelves of any 
homage that he might do to religion. 

When the Rettor of St. Germain’s, in quality 
of paftor, prefented himfelf, Condorcet, like a 
devil watching over his prey, ran to the door and 
barred his entrance ! Scarcely had the breath left 
his body when the pride of Condorcet betrays 
his fecret.' D’Alembert really had felt . that re- 
morfe which, muft have been common to him with 
Voltaire ; he 1 was 'on the eve of fending, as the 
only method of reconciliation, for a minifter of 
■ that fame Cbrift againft whom he hadalfo con- 
fpired j but Condorcet ferocioufly combated thelc 
laft figns of repentance in the dying Sophifter, and 
he gloried in having forced him to expire in final 
impenitence. The whole of this odious conflitt is 

com- 
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comprized in one horrid lentence. When Con- 
dorcet announced the deceafe of D’Alembert, and 
was relating the circumftances, he did not bluih 
to add — Had I not been there, be would have 
flinched alfo *. 

Frederic alone had fucceeded, or pretended to Frederic, 
have fuccceded, in perfuading himfelf that death 
was but an eternal lleep f. And he alone appears 
ty have been an exception from among the chiefs 
of the confpiracy, with whom the approach of death 
had fubftituted, in lieu of their pretended hatred 
for the wretch, the fear of his judgments. 

Diderot, that hero of Atheifmr, that confpi- Diderot, 
rator who had long fince carried to infinity his 
audacity againft his Chrift and his God, Diderot, 

I fay, was he who was neareft to a true reconci- 
liation. This is another of thofe myfteries of 

* Historical Dictionary, Article D'Alembert. It is true 
that Condorcet, forry for having, thus inadvertently revealed 
the fecret of his affociate’s remorfe, fought to deftroy the effeft 
of it. It is true, that queftioned another time on the circum- 
ftanccs of D’Alembert’s death, he anfwered in his philofophic 
jargon, that he did not die like a coward. In his firlt letter to 
the King of Pruffia, dated the 22d Nov. 1783, he reprefents _ 
D’Alembert as dying with a tranquil courage, and with his 
ufual ftrength and prefence of mind. But it was too late to 
lead Frederick into error on that fubjedl, as the adept Grimm 
.had already written. That ficknefs had greatly weakened D'Alem- 
bert's mind in his laft moments (nth of November 1783-) 

f Vide fupra. 
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iniquity carefully hidden by the Antichrittian con- 
ipirators. 

When the Emprefs of Ruflia purchafed Dide- 
rot’s library lhe left hjm the ufc of it during his 
life. Her munificence had enabled him to have 
near his perfon, in quality of librarian, a young 
man who was far from partaking in his impiety, 
Diderpt liked him much, and he had particularly 
endeared himfelf by the attentions he had Ihown 
Diderot during his laft illnels. It was he who 
generally drefied the wounds in his legs. Terri- 
fied at the fymptoms he peroeived, the young 
man runs to acquaint a worthy ecclefiaftic, the 
Abbe Lcmoine, then relidept at the hqufe called 
the Foreign Millions, Rue du Bac, Fauxbourg 
St. Germain. By his advice the young man prays 
for half an hour in a church, begging of Al- 
mighty God that he would direct him in what he 
lhould fay or do to enfure the falvation'of one 
whp, though he detefted his impieties, he could 
never forget was his benefa&or. Rifing from his 
prayers he returns to Diderot, and the fame day, 
while drefiing his wounds, he (poke as follows : 

Mr. Diderot, you lee me this day more anxi- 
** ous than ever as to your fate. Do not be lur- 
u prifed j I am aware how much I am indebted 
" to you j it is by your kindnefs that I fubfift j 
<f you have deigned to put greater confidence in 
“ me than I had reafon to expert. I canpot 

" proye 
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** prove ungrateful} and I fhould for ever accufe 
a myfelf of ingratitude were 1 to hide from; you 
** the danger which your wounds declare you to 
f< be in. Mr. Diderot, you may have difpofitions 
f { to make j and above all you have preparations 
“ to make for the world you are about to enter. 
« I am but a young man, I know; but are you 
" pertain that your Philofophy has not lefc you a 
f‘ /oul to fave ? I have no doubt of it ; and it 
<( is impoflible for me to refled on it, and not 
f f warn my benefador to avoid the eternal mifcry 
“ which may await him. Sir, you have ftill 
ft fufEcient time left; and excufe an advice 
“ which gratitude apd yoyr fnendlhip forces 
(t from me.” 

Diderot heard the young man with attention, 
and even melted into tears. He thanked him for 
his franknels, and for the concern he had fhown 
for him. He promifed to confider and to refled: 
what line of condud he lhould adopt in a fitu- 
ation wjiich he owned to be of the greateft im- 
portance. 

The yqung man waited his decifion with the 
greateft impatience, and the firft iigns were con- 
formable to his wifhes. He ran to inform the Abbe 
Lemoine that Diderot afked to fee a clergyman, 
and the Abbe direded him to Mr. de Terfac, 
Redor of St. Sulpice. Mr. de Terfac waited on 
Piderot, apd had feveral conferences with him.— 

He 
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He was preparing a public recantation of his paft 
errors ; but, unfortunately, he was watched by the 
confpirator. The vifit of a prieft to Diderot had 
given alarm to the Sophifters, who would have 
thought themfelves dishonoured by the dereliction 
of fo important a chief. They furround him ; — 
they perfuade him that he is impofed upon } that 
his health is not in fo bad a ft ate, but that a little 
country air would immediately recover hinur— 
Diderot was for a long time deaf to all the argu- 
ments Philofophifm could invent, but at length 
confented at leaft to try the country air. His de- 
parture was kept fecret, and the wretches who car- 
ried him away knew that his laft hour was faft ap- 
proaching. The Sophifters who were in the plot 
pretended to think him ftill in Paris, and the 
whole town was milled by daily reports j while 
thofe jailors who had feized on his perfon watched 
him till they had feen him expire •, then, continuing 
their horrid duplicity, they bring back the lifelels 
corpfe to Paris, and fpread the report that he had 
died fuddenly at table. He expired the ad of 
July, 1784, and wa% reprefented as having died 
calm in all his Athcifm, without giving any figns 
of remorfe. The public are again milled, and thus 
many are confirmed in their impiety, who might 
have followed the example of this chief, had he 
not by the moft unheard-of cruelty been deprived 
of all fpiritual relief in his laft moments. 


Thus 



THS ANTICHRISTIAN CONSPIRACY. 

Thus in the whole of this confpiracy, from its 
origin to the death of its firft promoters, we have 
leen but one continued chain of cunning, art, and 
fedudion j of the blacked, falfeft, and moft dif- 
gufting means employed in the tremendous art of 
(educing the people. It was'on thefe horrid arts 
that Voltaire, D’Alembert, and Diderot had built 
tU,* their hopes of working univerial apoftacy j 
and in their laft moments they are a prey to 
thcdc very arts. In that awful moment when 
glory vanifhes, and the empty name he has ac- 
quired by his deceit is no more, the difciple of 
fedudion lords it over his mafter. When reafon 
Calls on them to make ufe of that liberty, (fo 
much cried up when oppofed to their God) to re- 
concile themfelves with Kim they had blafphemed, 
even their very remorfe is facrificed to the vanity 
of their fchool: when it calls on them to ufe that 
courage they had fhown when blafpheming, it 
fails them in their repentance, and they fhow none 
but the flavifh fymptoms of weaknefs and fear. 
Under the fubjedion of their adepts they expire 
fettered in thofe chains which they themfelves had 
forged, and confumed by that impiety which their 
hearts now abhpr. 

At the time of their death hatred to Chriftia- 
nity and the Conlpiracy againft the Altar was not 
the only objed of their fchool. Voltaire had 
been the father of the Sophifters of Impiety, and 
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he lived to be the premier chief of die Sophifters 
of Rebellion. He had faid to his firft adepts, “ Let 
“ us crulh the altar, let the temples be deftroyed, 
** and let not a (ingle worlhipper be left to the 
" God of the Chriftians and his fchool foon 
re-echoed with the cry of, “ Let us break the 
K fcepters, let the thrones be deftroyed* and let 
“ not a (ingle fubjed be left to the kings of the 
“ earth.” It is from their mutual fuccefs, that 
the combined revolution is to be generated, which, 
grafping the hatchet, (hall in France overthrow 
the altar and the throne, murder the pontiffs, 
ftrike off the head of the monarch, and proudly 
menace the kings of the earth and all Chriftian 
altars with a fitnilar fate. — We have now given, 
the hiftory of the plots and of the means of thes- 
Antichristian Conspiracy, or of the Sopbifr 
ters of Impiety. - Before we begin that of the An— 

TIMONARCHICAL CONSPIRACY,. Or of the SOr 
pbifters of Rebellion , let us reded on the. extraor- 
dinary illufioni which Philofophifm has thrown 
over all nations, and which may be conlidered as 
having been one of the moft powerful agents of 
the Sed. 


Note 
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Note to C«ap. XVIII. 

So ms pcrfon, on pending the firft edition of this work, 
thought proper to fend a flat denial of the above account of 
Voltaire’s death to the authors of the BritUh Critic, under 
the initials D. J. They gave him no degree of credit ; but 
it is to his anonymous aflertion that we are indebted for the 
following letter from Mr. De Luc, a name that needs no ob» 
fervation to enhance the value of his teflimony. 

Letter from M. De Luc on the Death of Voltaire . 

•* SIR, 

Kt Your Memoirs illuftrating theHiftory of Jacobuiifm having 
been the other day the fubjedt of converfation, it was object- 
ed, that the defcription of Voltaire (fo prominent a feature in 
your Work) was fo very diffimilar to that given by the other 
hiflorians of his life, that perfons at a diftance from thefource 
of information were at a lofs what judgment to form. The 
difference between your account of his death, and that which 
appeared in a Life of Voltaire tranflated from the French by 
Mr. Monke, and published in London 1787, was particularly 
noticed, and incited me to confult that work. The Tranfla- 
tor defcribes himfelf as a young naval officer, who, while at 
Paris , wtjhed to employ his recefs from profeffional duty , both to hit 
improvement and advantage . Nothing but the youth of Mr. 
Monke, and his want of experience, can excufe hi$ under- 
taking 5 for, to let his countrymen benefit by the proficiency 
he was making at Paris, he diffufed among them, through the 
medium of this tranflation, all that poifon which was then fo 
induffriouily emitted, to produce an effedl now but too well 
known, and which I hope he does not at this day contemplate 
without horror. 


“ I will 
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** I will make no obfervations on this Lift of Volt aim you 
know from what fource it came *, and hpw little capable it 
was of feducing any but heedlefs youths who, without any 
knowledge of the age they lived in, were ftill fufcepdble of 
a fort of admiration for every thing that was great , though in 
vice and villany. As one of the artifices of impiety is to re- 
prefent its champions calmly breathing their laft in the bed of 
honour, I feel it incumbent on me to confirm what you have 
laid on one of thofe circumftances of the death of Voltaire 
which is fo clofely connected with all the reft. 

€t Being at Paris in 1781, I was often in company with 
one of thofe perfons whofe teftimony you invoke on public 
reports, I mean Mr. Tronchin. He was an old acquaintance 
of Voltaire’s at Geneva, whence he came to Paris in quality 
of firft phyfician to the father of the late Duke of Orleans.— 
He was called in during Voltaire’s laft ficknefs ; and I have 
heard him repeat all thofe circumftances on which Paris and 
the whole world were at that time full of converfation, re** 
fpe&ing the horrid ftate of this impious man’s foul at the ap- 
proach of death. Mr. Tronchin (even as phyfician) did every 
thing in his power to calm him; for the agitation he was in 
was fo violent, that no remedies could take effe&. But hfl^_~ 
could not fucceed ; and, unable to endure the horror he felt at 
the peculiar nature of his frantic rage, he abandoned him. 

“ So violent a ftate in an exhaufted frame could not be of' 
long duration. Stupor, the forerunner of diflblption, muft 
naturally fucceed, as it generally does after any violent agi- 
tations generated by pain ; and it is this latter ftate which in 
Voltaire has been decorated by the appellation of calm. Mr. 
Tronchin wifhed to difcredit this error ; and with that lauda- 
ble view, as an eye witnefs, he immediately publiihed in all " 


* I have feen this life of Voltaire. Mr. de Villctte was the author of 
it 5 and Mr. Monke might juft as well have exercifed his talents in tranf- 
lating Condorcet. 


compa- 
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companies the real fads, and precifely as you have ftated 
them. This he did to furniih a dreadful lefTon to thofe who 
calculate on being able in a death-bed to inveRigate the dif- 
pofitions moR proper to appear in before the judgment-feat of 
the Almighty. At that period, not only the Rate of the body, 
^ut the condition of the foul, may fruRrate their hopes of 
nuking fo awful an inveRigation. For juRice and fandity 
as well as goodnefs are attributes of God ; and he fometimes, 
as a wholefome admonition to mankind, permits the punifti- 
ments denounced againR the impious man to begin even in 
this life by the tortures of remorfe. 

“ But this inaccuracy refpeding the death of Voltaire is 
not the only one with which the aforenamed author might be 
upbraided. He has fuppreffed many well known circumRan- 
ces relating to his RrR difpofition to return to the church, and 
his confequent declarations, which you have given on well- 
authenticated records, all anterior to that anguifo of mind 
which his co-operators have wilhed to fupprefs, and of which 
they themfelves were too probably the caufe. They furround- 
ed him, and thus cut him off from that which alone could re- 
ttore tranquility to his foul, by employing the few moments 
lie Rill had to live in making what reparation he could for the 
evil he had done. But this artifice could not deceive thofe who 
were better acquainted with Voltaire’s charade r ; for, not to 
notice the ads of hypocrify which earthly conRderations fre- 
quently made him commit, thofe of which' the fuddenfear of 
a future Rate have made him guilty are alfo known. J will 
give you an example of one, which was related to me at 
Gottinguen in December 1776, by Mr. Dieze, fecond libra- 
rian of that univerfity ; and you may. Sir, make what ufe of 
it you pleafe. 

€€ During Voltaire’s refidence in Saxony, where Mr. Dieze 
forved him as fecretary, he fell dangerouily ill. As foon as 
he was apprized of his fituation he fent for a prieR, confeffed 
to him, and begged to receive the facrament, which he adu- 

ally 
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Ally did receive, fhowirigall the exterior figri$ df tepdnULh&f 
which laded as long as his danger ; bat as foon as that waw 
over, he afFe&ed to laugh at what he called his littlenefs, an d* 
turning to Mr. Dieze, " My friend (faid he) you have fetit 
•* the nveakne/s of the man ” 

“ It is alfo to human ntoakttefs that feflanCs Of Bis inf* 
piety have attributed the paroxifms of fear ih him and fomtf 
of his accomplices. Sicknefs, fay they, weakens the mind as 
Well as the body, and often produces ptifillanlmity. Thefe 
fymptoms of converfion in the wicked at the approach of death 
are, undoubtedly, figns of a great weaknefs ; but to what is it 
to be attributed? Is it to their underftanding ? Certainly not; 
for it is in that awful moment that every thing vanifhes which 
had clouded it during their life. That lueaknefs, therefore, is 
to be wholly attributed to their internal conviQlon that they 
have finned. 

“ Led away by vanity, or fome other vicious paffion, thofd 
* men afpire at creating a Seft : Ignorance and the paflions of 
other men fecond their undertaking. Inebriated with their 
triumph, they perfuade themfelves that they are capable of 
giving laws to the whole world : They boldly make the at- 
tempt, and the hoodwinked crowd become their followers.— 
Having attained the zenith of happinefs for the proud and 
vain glorious foul, they abandon themfelves to all the wanton- 
nefs of imagination and defire. The world then, in their 
eyes, becomes a vaft field of new enjoyments, the legitimacy 
of which has no other ftandard but their own inclinations ; 
and the fumes of an incenfe lavifhed on them by thofe whom 
they have taught to feoff like themfelves at every law, perpe- 
tuates their delirium. But when ficknefs has difperfed the 
flattering cohort, has blafted their pleafures, and all hopes of 
new triumphs ; when they feel themfelves advancing, aban- 
doned and naked, toward that awful Eternity on which they 
have taken upon themfelves to decide, not only for them- 
felves but for all thefe who have been led away in the whirl- 
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wind of their fictions — If in this terrible moment* when pride 
has loft its fupport, they come to reflect on the arguments on 
which they grounded their attack againft the univerfal belief 
of a Revelation which was to ferve man as a pofitive and uni- 
verfal rule in matters of faith.— The nueaknefs then of their ar- 
guments (which they dare no longer attire in the garb of fo- 
phiftry, flares them in the face ; and nothing but the total 
extinction of their feelings can quell the terrors of a coii- 
fcience which tells them that they are about to appear before 
the tribunal of the author of that fame Revelation . 

“ It is to point out this real votaknefs of the Antichriftian 
chiefs that we muft labor throughout their whole hiftory, for 
the benefit of thofe who* without any further examination 
(and perfuaded that thefe opinions are grounded on deep re- 
search) become their dupes and difciples : It is* I fay, in- 
cumbent on us to fhow that thofe men had not, any more than 
their fedlaries, any real conviction, and that their obftinacy id 
their opinions folely proceeded from the narcotic fumes of 
the incenfe of their admirers* For this purpofe it is my in^* 
' tendon fhortly to give to the public, in confirmation of what 
you have faid of Voltaire, all that my former acquaintance 
with him has brought to my knowlege. The times, in which 
we live makes it the duty of every man who has had a nearer 
view of the plots laid by the SeCt againft Revelation to urn- 
fold all the circumftances of them* which are as lhameful from 
their voluntary ignorance* as from their atrocity ; and it is 
this fentiment* Sir* which makes me partake in common with 
all true friends to humanity, of that admiration and gratitude 
which are due to you for your generous exertions in this cha- 
ritable career. 

“ I remain. Sir* your’s* &c. &c. 

“ Db Luc” 

Windfor , the z^d of O Sober, 1797 * 

After fuch a teftintony* let people talk of Voltaire dying 
with the cahnnefs of a hero. 

Vo L. I. B b 


CHAP, 
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CHAP. XIX. 


0/ the great Delujion which rendered the Confftracj 
againfi the Altar Jo fuccejsful. 


In the firft part of thefe Memoirs on Jacobi* 
nifm, our objedt was to demonstrate the exist- 
ence, to unmaSk the chiefs, and deduce the means 
and progrefs of a confpiracy, planned and executed 
by men known by the name of PhiloSbphcrs, 
againft the Christian religion, without diStindtion 
. «f Proteftant or Catholic, without even except- 
ing thofe numerous Sedts which had Sprung up ia 
England or Germany, or in any other part of the 
univerSal world, provided they did but adore the 
God of the Chriftians. To unfold this myfitery of 
impiety, we had promised to adduce our proofs 
folely from their own records, that is, from their 
letters, writings or avowals, and we flatter our- 
felves with having given real historical demonstra- 
tion of it, fufficient to convince a reader the moft 
difficult of convidtion. Let us for a moment exa- 
mine what pretenfions its authors could have had 
to be Styled Philosophers, a name which gave 
them fo much weight in their conspiracy. 


The 
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The generality of men attending rather fo words 
tba a thin^, this affe&ation of dominion over wif- 
dom and reafon proved a very fuccefsful weapon 
in their hands. Had they called themfelves unbe- 
lievers, or the declared enemies of Chriftianity, 

Voltaire and D’Alembert would have been the ex- 
ecration of all Europe* but only calling themfelves 
Philosophers, they are miftaken for fuch. Is not 
their fchool to this day venerated by many as 
that of Philoibphy, riotwithftanding the numerous 
mafiacres and all the horrid difafters which we 
have feen naturally flowing from their confpiracy ? . 

And every man who will adopt their way of think- 
ing on religion ftyles himfelf a Philofopher !— 

This is a delufion of more confcquence than can Delufion 
be imagined, and has carried the number of adepts 
perhaps farther than any other of their artifices. Itfopby. 
As long as their fchool fliall be miftaken for that 
of reafon, numberlefs will be the thoughtlefs per- 
fons who, pretending to depth of thought, will 
adopt the fentiments of a Voltaire or a Diderot, of 
a D’Alembert or a Condorcet, and confpire like 
them againft the altar * and that difaftrous blaft 
will once more fpread around the throne, and 
over all the orders of fociety. Their oaths, their 
wilhes, and their plots have been laid open, 
where then are their pretenfions to wildom ? Is 
it not the hiftorian’s duty to tear oft that malk of 
hypocrify, which has milled fuch numbers of 
B b 2 adepts. 



JtiE ANTICHRISTIAN CONSVIRAC?* 

adepts, who, miferably feeking to foar above the 
vulgar, have only funk into impiety, gazing after 
this pretended Philofophy. The empty founds of 
Reajon, Philofophy, and Wifdom , have made them 
believe themfelves infpired, when, like Voltaire, 
they hated or defpifed the religion of Chrift. But 
it is time they fhould know that they have only 
been the dupes of defigning men. Let them 
' hearken j the numerous proofs we have adduced 
give us a right to be heard when we tell them, 
“ that at the fchool of the confpirators they have 
“ miftaken the leffons of hatred and phrenzy, for 
** thofe of reafon ; they have been the dupes of 
“ folly and madnefs, under the cloak of wifdom } 
“ of ignorance, under the pretence of fcience ; /of 
f< vice and depravity, under the mafk of virtue ; 
** and their zeal for Philofophy ftill makes them 
err through all the tortuous tracks of wicked- 
“ nefs and impiety.” We do not pretend, in 
holding fuch language, to difpute the talehts of 
the premier chief. That' his poetic genius fhould 
employ itfelf in fidtions on the banks ofParnaflus, 
or on the heights of Pindus, is much to be ad- 
mired j but is he to be allowed to fubftitute thole 
fidtions for .truths ? The greater his genius, the 
lefs are we aftonifhed to fee him entangled when 
he has once adopted error. If flupidity can 
never attain to genius, the genius that dares to foar 
above reafon is not the lefs within the regions of 

delirium. 
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delirium. In a raging fever, your ftrength will 
be redoubled j but is .there a more humiliating 
fight for man ! Where then is the excufe of genius 
or of talents in the Sophifter confpiring againft his 
God? Can the adepts who believe their mafter 
to be a Philofopher even to his laft moments ad- 
mire that frantic rage in which he expired ? But 
iRft let them tell us what other titles he may have 
to the empire of reafon. 

What Philofophy can there be in that extraor- 
dinary hatred which Voltaire had. fworn againft the 
God of Chriftianity ? That a Nero fhould have 
fworn to crufli the Chriftians and their God may 
be explained, becaufe the idea could only have 
been that of a cruel monfter. That a Dioclefian’ 
fhould have fworn it may be underftood, becaufe 
the idolatrous tyrant throught to appeafe the anger 
of his gods and avenge their glory. That a Ju- 
lian, mad enough to reftore the worfhip of idols,' 
fhould have fworn it, appears only to have been.' 
a confequence of his former delirium. But that 
a pretended fage, who neither believes in the God 
of the Chriftians nor in the Gods of the Pagans,, 
and who knows not in what God to believe, , 
fhould vent all his rage and fury precifely againft 
Chrift, is one of thofc phenomena of modern 
Philofophifm which can be confidered but as the; 
delirium of the impious man. 

B b 3 
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I do not pretend by this to exclude from the 
fchool of reafon every one who is not fortunate 
enough to be within the pale of Chriftianity $ let 
that man rank with an Epi&etus or a Seneca, or 
before the Chriftian asra with a Socrates or a 
Plato, who has been unfortunate enough not to 
have known the proofs of Chriftianity. But this 
real Philofophy of reafon fought what Voltairi 
has confpired to deftroy. The. greateft of Socra- 
tes’s difciples pants for the coming of that juft man 
who (hall diffipate the darknefs and thfe doubts of 
the fage. I hear him exclaim, (< Let him come $ 
“ let that man come who will teach us our du- 
** ties toward the Gods, and our duty towards 
u man. Let him come inftantly ; I am ready 
u to obey whatever he may ordain, and I hope he 
" will make me a better man*.” Such is the 
language of the Philofophy of reafon. I think I 
behold him again, when in the bittemefs of his 
heart he forefees that Ihould this juft man appear 
Upon earth, he would be fcoffed at by the wicked, 
buffeted, and fcourged, in a word treated as the' 
outcaft of men f. That man has appeared, fo much 
fought for by the Pagan Philofopheri and the con- 
ipiring Sophifters, a D’Alembert or a Voltaire, 
feek to crulh him, and yet pretend to the Philo, 
fophy of reafon. Let their difciples anfwer for 

. * Plato in his fecond Afcibiad*. 


\ 


f Ibid. 

them. 
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them. If in the fon of Mary they will not acknow- 
ledge the Son of the Eternal Father, let them con- 
fefs him to be at leaft that juft man fought for by 
Plato. What then are their pretenfions to the Phi- 
lofophy of reafon in confpiring againft him ? If 
the awful teftimony of the fun being darkened, the 
dead riling from their graves, the veil of the tem- 
ple being rent, cannot convince them ) let them 
at leaft admire the mod holy, the moft juft of men, 
the prodigy of goodnefs and meeknefs, the apoftle 
of every virtue, the wonder of oppreffcd inno- 
cence praying for his executioners. Where is 
their Philofophy when they conipire againft the 
Son of Man? Yes, Philofophy they had ; but it 
was that of the Jews, that of the fynagoguc, whence 
ifliied the blaiphemous cries of, ** Crucify him, ' 
“ crucify him !” or crufb the wretch ! Judas him- 
felf confefies him to be the juft man; and fhall he 
approach to perfection when compared to their 
fchool of modem Philofophy ? Oh, what a Phi- 
lofophy ! that after feventeen centuries repeats the 
blaiphemous cries which refounded in the courts of 
Pilate or Herod againft the Holy of Holies 1— - 
In vain fhall the difoiple deny the hatred of Vol- 
taire againft the perfon of Christ ; does he not 
particularly diftinguilh Damilaville for that ha- 
tred, does he not fign himfelf Cbrift-mque (Chrift- 
fcoffer), juft as he terminates his letters by crujb 
the wretch , or talks of the Cbrifticole fuperftition ? 

B b 4 Yet 
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Yet while the Sophifter denies the power of Chrift, 
he cannot refute acknowledging his wifdom, his 
goodnefs, and his .virtue. 

But they may objeft, that it is not fo much at 
die perfon as at the religion of Chrift that they aim 
their blows. Where then is the Philofophy in at- 
tacking a religion whofe effence is to enforce every 
virtue, and condemn every vice. Has there 
ever appeared, either before or fince Chrift, a Phi- 
- lofopher, who has even formed the idea of a virtue 
of which this religion does not give the precept or 
let the example ? Is there a crime or a vice which 
it does not condemn and reprobate ? Has the world 
ever feen a lage impreffing fuch divine do&rines 
with more powerful motives ? Did there ever 
exift, either before or fince Chrift, laws more con- 
ducive to the interior happineis of families, or to 
that of empires ; laws that better teach men the re- 
ciprocal ties of affe&ion ; laws, in lhort, that more 
peremptorily command us to afford each other 
mutual affiftance? Let the Philofopher appear who 
pretends to perfect this religion j let him be heard 
and judged. But Ihould he, like Voltaire and his 
adepts, only feek to deftroy it, let him be com- 
prifed in the common epithet of madman and 
enemy to humanity. 

But it is faid to be only at the altars, at the myf- 
teries of that religion, not at the morality of it, that 
they aim their blows.?— In the firft place this is not 
' true, 
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true, as we have already feen and lhall fee again. 

Their attack was common on the morality of the 
Gofpel, as well as on the myfteries or the altars 
of Chriftianity.— But had it been true, what is 
there to be found in thefe myfteries to render 
the Chriftian religion fo hateful in the eyes of 
the Philofopher? Do any of them favor the 
crimes or faults of man ? Do any of them coun- 
teract his affeCtion for his neighbour, or render him 
left attentive to his. own duties, left faithful to 
friend fhip or gratitude, or left attached to his 
country ? Is there a Angle myftery which does not 
elevate the Chriftian, ftimulate his admiration for 
his God, or fpur him on to his own happinefs and 
to the love of his neighbours ? The fon of God 
expiring on a crofs to open the gates of heaven to 
man, to teach him what he has to dread, fhould 
he, by his crimes, be unfortunate enough to clofe 
them again ; the bread of angels, given only to 
thole who have purified themfelves from the drols 
of fin i thofe words pronounced on the man re- 
penting of his crimes, and firmly purpofing ra- 
ther to die than to fall into them anew; the 
awful fight of a God who' comes to judge the 
diving and the dead, to call to him thofe who have 
doved, cloathed, and fed their brethren, while he 
calls into eternal flames the ambitious man, the 
traitor and the tyrant, the hard-hearted rich, the 
fcad fervant, the violator of the nuptial tie; and 

laftly, 
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laftly, all perfons who have not loved and helped 
their neighbour : are all thefe, I lay, myfteries 
againft which the Fhilofopher Ihould direCt his 
hatred ■, or can reafon, on fuch a plea, authorife 
his confpiracy againft the religion of the Chrif- 
tians? 

Should Voltaire and his difciples refufe to be- 
lieve thefe myfteries , does it import to them that 
other people Ihould not equally dilbelieve them. 
Is the Chriftian more dangerous to them, becaule 
he that forbids me to injure my brother is the 
fame God before whom we are both one day to ap- 
pear in judgment. Is that God lefs tremendous 
to the wicked, or lefs favourable to the juft, be- 
caufe on his word we believe him to be one in 
effence, though three in perfons ? This hatred of 
Voltaire muft be a phrenzy which the very infidels 
themfelves could not ground on fuch pretexts. 
What frantic rage muft it be that blinds the So- 
phifters, when, in contradiction with themfelves, 
they applaud the toleration of the ancient Philofo- 
phers, who, though dilbelieving the myfteries of 
Paganifm, never attempted to rob the people of 
their religion j while, on the other hand, they in- 
ceffantly confpire againft Chriftianity under pre- 
tence that it contains myfteries. 

Another objection not left extravagant is that 
againft Revelation itfelf. It is God, they lay, 
whom the Chriftians declare to have fpoken; hence 
8 there 
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there can be no further liberty of opinion in man 
on matters of faith; the Sophifter of Equality and 
Liberty is therefore authorifed to rife in arms againft 
Chriftianity and its myfteries. Such are their ar- 
guments. But to what lengths does their phrenzy 
carry them ? Voltaire, D’Alembert, and Diderot^ 
conlpire to overthrow every altar, Roman or Lu- 
theran, Calvinift or Anglican, and that in order to ' 
avenge the rights of liberty and toleration in mat- 
ters of faith. What a bedlamite idea is this? Can 
reafon be traced through plots and confpiracies, of 
which the foie tendency is the overthrow of the 
univerfal religion of Europe, under pretence of 
liberty of worfhip? We have heard Voltaire in- 
voking Bellerophon and Hercules to his aid, to 
crufh the God of the Chriftians, and D’Alembert 
Cxpreffing the frantic wilh of feeing a whole na- 
tion annihilated for its attachment to that God and 
his wor/hip. Have we not feen them for half a 
century paft meanly confpiring and ufing all the 
artifice of cunning intrigue to rob the world of 
its religion ? And becaufe they utter the empty 

founds of EQUALITY, LIBERTY, and TOLERATION', 

we muft miftake their voice for that of Philofo- 
phy !— Far be from us the idea of fuch Philofophy. 

Terms themfelves muft have been changed, for 
this muft be extravagance and abfurdiry j and is not 
foch reason madnefs and phrenzy? Such muft 
be the explanation of thefe words to expound 
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the reason and philosophy of a Voltaire or a 
D’Alembert confpiring to crulh the religion of 
Chrift. 

I wilhed not to have had to mention Frederic 
again. I refled: that he was a king; but, alas! he 
is alfo the royal Sophifter. Let us then examine 
how far philofophy milled him, and whether his 
wifdom extended beyond the genius of the mean- 
eft adept. 

Frederic wrote ; but why ? It is a problem. 
Was it to impofe on the public, or to delude him- 
felf ? Decide it who can. Probably for both, and 
he feems to have fucceeded. Frederic would 
fometimes write in favor of toleration, and he 
was believed to be tolerant. In the Monthly Re- 
view, Ottober 1794, page 154, we fee him cried 
upas a model of toleration, and the following paf- 
lage of his works is quoted : “ I never will con- 
** ftrain opinions on matters of religion. I dread 
“ religious wars above all others. I have been fo 
“ fortunate, that none of the Setts who refide 
“ in my ftates have ever difturbed civil order. 
** We muft leave to the people the objetts of 
“ their belief, the form of their devotion, their 
“ opinions, and even their prejudices.. It is for this 
** reafon that I have tolerated priefts and monks, 
ff in spite of Voltaire and D'Alembert, who have 

“ QUARRELLED WITH ME ON THIS HEAD. I have 

* ? the greateft veneration for all our modern Phj-* 

« lofophersj 
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** lofophers ; but I am indeed compelled to ac- 
knowlege that a general toleration is not 
“ the predominant virtue in tboje gentlemen.” From 
this the editors draw many excellent conclufions, 
by objecting the wildom of Frederic’s dodtrine 
to the atrocious perfecutions and ferocious into* 

Jerance of the French Sophifters ; but the reader 
■who has feen him Simulate thefe fame Philofo- 
phers to overthrow the altar, to crujh the vOretcb ; 

'who has feen him trace the plan fo much admired 
by Voltaire as that of a Great Captain for the 
deftrudtion of the priefts and monks,; in order 
to attack the biihops, and to compafs the over- 
throw of religion > who has heard him decide 
that the Antichriftian Revolution, which he lb 
much longed to Jee> could only be iccomplilhed 
by a fuperior force , and that the Jentence which was 
definitively to crujh religion was to iffue from govern- 
ment ; will that reader, I atlk, recognize the tole- 
ration of the fophiftical monarch ! No, he will 
pals the fame judgment on the Sophifter which 
the editors have paired on the difciples of that 
lchool. “ When such men tell us their objeSt 
€t is to carry into practice all the perfefticn of theory , 

“ we know not which it ought principally to ex- 
cc cite, our disgust or indignation.” But let 
us revere the Monarch ; let us vent our indignaj* 
tion againft that frantic Philofophifm which involves 
in darknefs the royal adept on his throne, as it did ■ 

6 his 
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his mailers in their fanhedrims and fecret aca- 
demies, eradicating from man every fymptom of 
reafon. 

If any thing could paint the folly of the mailers 
in ilronger colors, it would be that empty pride 
of the adepts at die period when they look upon 
the grand objedt of their conipiracy as accom- 
pliihed. Religion was mourning over her altars 
overthrown, her temples profaned, when Gondor- 
cet, exalting the triumph of Voltaire, exclaims : 
“ Here at length it is permitted openly to pro- 
“ claim the right, fo long diluted, of reducing 
“ all opinions to the liaodard of our awn reafon ; 
“ that is to fay, to employ, in order to arrive at 
“ truth, the only implement that has been given 
** us to recognize it. Man learns with, a certain 
pride that he is not defigoed by nature to 
“ believe on the affirmation of others t and the 
ct fuperftitions of antiquity, the degradation of 
“ reafon in the phrenzy of a fuperoatural faith, 
“ are vaniihed from fociety as they were from 
" Philofophy 

Condorcet, when writing thefe words, no doubt 
.meant to defcribe the triumph of reafon over 
Revelation and over the whole Chriftian religion. 
The adepts applaud, and, like him, believe in the 
pretended triumph of reafon. But it had not lefs 

* Sketch on the Progrefs of Mind, epoch 9. 
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caufc than religion to mourn over fuch triumphs. 

Was it then to reinftatc man in his right of bring- 
ing his opinions to the teft of reafon, that the So- 
phifters had with unrelenting fury confpired againft 
the religion of Chrift ? What could they have in- 
tended by this teft? Was it to exercife the right 
of only believing what their reafon, when con- 
vinced, invited them to believe ? If fb, where 
the neceflity of confpiring ? Does the religion of 
Chrift command man to believe what his en- 
lightened reafon does not induce him to believe ? 

Was it not to convince our reafon that Chriftianity 
furrounded itfelf with inconteftable proofs; that 
Chrift and his Apoftles wrought numberlefs mira- 
cles ; that religion has preferved its records, and 
that her paftors invite the Chriftian to the fpirit 
of refearch, that he may know what has been 
proved and what he ought to believe ; that her 
apoftles formally declare, that bis faith , bis fub - 
mijjion Jhould be reafonable (rationabile obfequium 
veftrum) ? And can the Sophifter hence infer, that 
confpiracies and the darkeft plots are neceffary . 
to vindicate the rights of reafon believing in reli- 
gion ? a religion whole God is the God of reafon ; 
whofe tenets are the tenets of reafon ; whofe rights 
are the rights of reafon rejecting Sophiftry and 
falfc prejudices; but whofe duty is to believe, 
from the numerous proofs of the power, of 
the fan&ity, of the wifdom and fublimity of the 

God 
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God who fpeaks, and in the authenticity of hid 
word. 

If by the rights of reafon'the Sophifter means 
the right of only believing what his reafon can 
conceive, and that ceafes to be myfterious, then 
thefe rights of reafon mult truly border on phrenzy. 
The Sophifter is no longer to believe in the light 
of the day nor the darknefs of the night, till 
light and its action on man ihall ceafe to be a 
myftery; no longer Ihall he believe in the oak 
towering over the foreft raifed from an acorn; 
nor in the humble flower glowing in the brighteft 
colors; no longer Ihall he believe in man luc- 
ceeding from generation to generation; nature 
Ihall be denied, and his own exiftence remain a 
doubt, until all is clearly conceived by his reafon, 
and the veil of myftery fpread over thefe various 
objects Ihall be rent afunder. — Thus, to attain the 
honors of infidelity, he fubmits to put on the garb 
of folly. 

How different is the language of the real fage ! 
His reafon declares that objefts once proved are 
to be believed, however myfterious they may be, 
under the penalty of abfurdity; for then they 
are believed to exift becaufe their exiftence is 
demonftrated, and not, as the Sophifter would 
pretend, becaufe their nature is inconceivable. 

But another right, equally inconceivable and 
triumphantly inculcated by Condorcet, is that of 

being 
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Wing reduced, in order to arrivi at truths to the 
tody implement that has been given us to diftmguijk 
it! If then nature has left me in the dark on ob- 
jects of the grcatcft importance* on my future 
(fete, on the means of avoiding a deftiny I dread, 
or of obtaining the lot 1 defire, the man who {halt 
diffipate the mift with Which I am furroimded 
will have robbed me of my rights? Why did he 
hot fay, that the right of the blind man is alfo to 
keep to the only inftrument nature had given 
him, and that it would be encroaching on his 
rights if he that has eyes lhoUld attempt to lead 
him? Why did he not conclude, that the blind 
man had alfo learned with a fort of pride that 
nature had never defigned that he ihiould believe 
in light on the alTertion of another. — What phi- 
lofophic pride is that of the Sophifterl His 
reafon is degraded by a Juptmaiural faith!—* 
Chriftianity, he thinks, has debated his reafon by 
railing it above the fphere of this world* he thinks 
that the God of the Chriftians has vilified man by 
explaining to him his eternal deftiny, and leaving 
him the memory of his miracles as a proof of his 
word.—Such a pretence was the grand plea for 
the Antichriftian Confpiracy * and dared they in- 
voke the name of reaibn ? Were they believed 
to be Philofophers ? And do many yet labor 
under this error? — But let us return to their maf- 
ters, to Voltaire, D’Alembert, and .Diderot* let 
Vol. I. C c 
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us (how to the adepts the unfortunate dupes of 
ignorance alfo decorated with the title of Philofo-- 
phcrs.— -To accomplifh this, it will only be ne- 
ceflary to point out the moft formal avowals and 
mutual confidences of theft pretended Philofo- 
phers. 

^ Does God exift, or does he not ?— -Have I a foul 
igno- to lave, or have I not ?-*-Is this life to be entirely 
rancej ipent for my prefent intereft ? — Am I to believe 
in a future Hate ?— Is this God, this foul, and this 
future ftate, what I am told ; or am 1 to believe 
quite another thing ? — Such certainly are the ele- 
mentary queftions of true fcience, of Philofophy 
the moft appofite to the happinefs of man both 
in itfelf and in its conftquences. On queftions 
of fuch importance, what do theft affuming fages 
reply, what are their mutual anfwers to each other, 
at the very time they are confpiring againft Ghrift ? 
Has not the reader feen their letters, and their 
own expreffions? Did not theft men, who pre- 
tended to the empire of knowledge, formally and 
repeatedly declare that they were unable even to 
- form an opinion on any of thefe queftions ? Vol- 
taire, consulted: by the citizen or by the prince, 
conftdts D’Alembert in his turn, whether there is 
a God, whether he has a foul: and a non liquet (I 
.. * do not know), is the anfwer he receives— Theft 
muft be ftrange Philofophers indeed, uncertain as 
to the very principles of Philofophy. How can they 

afiutnc 



TH* ANTICHRISTIAN CONSPIRACY. 

afibme the title of rulers of reafon, who are igno- 
rant of that fcience on which the morals, princi- 
ples, and bafis of focicty reft} on which the duties 
of man, of the father of a family and of the citi- 
zen, of the prince and of the fubjeft, on which, 
in fhort, their conduft and happinefs entirely de- 
pend ? What can be their fcience on man if they 
are perfectly ignorant of his nature? What can 
be their do&rine on his duties, on his grand con- 
cerns, if they are ignorant of his future deftiny ? 
What is that Philofophy that barely tells me I am 
ever to be in the dark with regard to thofe ob- 
jects which moft concern me and thofe with whom 
I am to live ? 

We have feen D’Alembert, in order to conceal 
his ignorance,' abfurdly excufing it by anfwering, 
that it could be of little concern to man, not t6 
be able to folve thefe queftions on the foul, on 
God, or on a future flat?. We have feen Voltaire 
declaring that nothing was known of thefe firft 
principles, yet owning that uncertainty was a dif- 
agreeable ftate •, but, pleading this uncertainty it- 
felf, he adds, that certainty i§ a ridiculous ftate, 
and that of a quack. Thus becaufe the former 
is ignorant on thefe queftions, it can little import 
man to know whether his concerns- extend no 
further than this mortal life, or whether a happy 
or an unhappy eternity is to be bis fate. Becaufe 
the latter is equally’ ignorant, though more un- 
C c a happy 
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happy in his ignorance, man is to defpife whoere* 
/hall pretend to difpel his doubts } Chrift and his 
Apoftles are to be treated with ridicule ; and cer- 
tainty (hall be the do&rine of a Quack I— This 
cannot be ignorance alone j it muft be pride and 
folly. What ! Man is to be buried in darknefs* 
because the jealous eye of the Sophifttr is dazzled 
with the light. 

of depra- Hatred, jealoufy, and deftrudtion, contain the 
* ttSen for w ^°^ e Science of thde pretended fages. Hate 
virtue, the Gofpel, calumniate its author, overthrow his 
altars, and your fcience will be that of the modern 
Philofopher. Profefs yourfelf a Deift, an Atheift, 
a Sceptic, a Spinofiff, in Ihort, whatever you • 
pleafo; deny or affirm, jet up a do&rine or a 
worth ip in oppofition to the religion of Chrift, or 
fet up none, that is not what either the Sedt or 
Vokaire hitnfclf requires Jo conftitute a modem 
Philofopher. When afked what dodtrine he wilhed 
to fubftitute to that of Chrift, did he not think 
himfelf authorifed to anfwer, I have delivered them 
from the phyficians (he called the clergy phyfi- 
cians), what farther fervice do. they require ? 
Require! have you not infedted them with the 
plague ? Have you not unbridled every paffion ? 
And what remedies have you left them ? In vairv 
were it for us to challenge Voltaire and his pane- 
gyrift Condorcet, they would not anfwer.— rNoj 
follow their example; declare all religious truths 

to 
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to be erroneous, falfe, or popular prejudices, to 
be fuperftition and fanaticifmi glory in deftruc- 
tion, little troubling yourfelf about fubftituting 
fcience for ignorance, or truth for error. To have 
deftroyed will fuffice ; and by that you lhall be en- 
titled to the high-founding name of a modem. 
Philofopher. 

At this rate the reader’s furprife at the nume- 
rous. tribe of Philofophers to be found in every 
rank, of all ages and foxes, muft ceafe. But at 
fuch a rate can an honeft man pride himfelf in the 
title of Philofopher : fuch a fcience is, alas ! but 
Coo eafily acquired. It is as yet a problem why 
Voltaire, on his outfet, feemed to confine his 
views to the higher clafies, to kings, rfobles and 
the rich, and why he Ihould have excluded beg- 
gars and. the rabble. On feeing the guefts fmile at 
the blafphemies uttered at table, will not the foot- 
man foon equal his matter in the Philofophk fci- 
4ence, win he not alfo learn to feoff at the pontiff 
and the pallor, at the altar and the gofpel ? Will 
not the butchering Marfeillois, like Condorcet, 
glory in having caft off thofe yulgar prejudices, 
when in the bloody murders of September he 
overthrows the altar and ftains its fteps with the 
blood of its priefts and pontiffs. Like Voltaire, 
will he not ftyle this the Age of Reafon, and of 
enlightened Philofophy j harangue the vileft of 
the populace i tell them that the priefts are im- 
C c j pofing 
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poling on them, that hell is of their invention ; 
that the time is come to throw off the yoke of 
fanaticifm and fuperftition, and to aflert the liberty 
of their reafon j and in a few minutes the ignorant 
plough-boy will rival, in Philofophic feience, the 
moft learned of the Adepts. The language may 
vary, but the fcience will be the fame. They 
will hate with the adept, and will deftroy what he 
wilhed to crulh. The more ignorant and feroci-« 
ous they are, the more eafily lhall they adopt your 
hatred, which conftitutes the whole of this fophif- 
ticated fcience. 

If adepts are fought for in another line, it is eafy 
to increafe their numbers, but without adding to 
the fcience df the Sett. Thus let the daughter of 
Necker but find fame impertinent farcafm of hers 
againft the Golpel taken for wit by D’Alembert, 
and ihe immediately becomes as Philolophic as 
he, and as void of religious prejudices as lifter 
Guillemetta. It had aftonilhed many to fee the- 
numbers of young fops who were ftyled Philolb- 
phers, at lo early an age that they fcarcely had- 
had time to read any thing except a few impious 
pamphlets. But this age of enlightened Fhilolo- 
phy can no longer be a fubjctt of furprife. 

What ! lhall every wanton coquette partake of 
this Philofophy ; lhall every hulband or wife who 
feoffs at conjugal fidelity ; lhall every Ion who 
throws afide all fentiments of duty, and denies 

th« 
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the authority of a parent; lhall they all be ftyled 
Philofophers,? The courtier deftitute of morals, 
or the man who is a Have to, and imprudently quits 
all control ov.er his palfions, thefe alfo will glory-' 
in the name of Philofophers ! Voltaire, in fpite 
of all their vices, reje&s none of thefe from his- 
fchool, provided, they have the neceffary requifites- 
of fcoffing at the myfteries, of infulting the prieft- 
hood, and hating the God of the gofpel. Certainly 
thefe cannot be (imply the dupes of ignorance mif-; 
taken for irience. No ; thefe mult be the children 
of corruption fubftituted for the fchool of virtue.- 
That folly, that frantic rage which confumes Vol- 
taire conspiring againft his God, or fetting heaven 
at defiance, when he writes to D’Alembert, 'Twen- 
ty years more, and God will be in a pretty flight or- 
when he repeatedly writes to Damilaville, Crujb , 
crujb the wretch ; that, I fay, may be more worthy, 
of pity than of blame. Ves, Voltaire, in the 
phrenfy of his rage is to be pitied. That multi- 
tude of adepts, of noblemen, minifters, and citi- 
zens, are to be excufed, who* without haying the 
leaft idea of Philofophy, have believed themfelves- 1 
Philofophers, milled by thofe impious Sophifters. . 

J will not even a(k them fince when could the bare 
title of Philolopher, aflumed by Frederic and Vol- 
taire, fuffice to conftitute them mailers in a fcience 
of which they openly profeffed their ignorance and 
Contempt: I will not tell them, that if Frederic, 

C c 4 confum- 
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confummate in the art of war, could form warriors | 

- that if Voltaire, rivalling Corneille, could give 
lefions to the poet, they were neverthelefs both 
equally ignorant in point of religion, I will not 
fay to them, that this latter is a foience, like all 
others, requiring great application and ftudy in 
order to excel; that if was abfurd to look for 
mailers and teachers in men who blafphemed what 
they neither underftood nor fought to underftand ; 
in men who, often ilammering out a petty fophiftn 
which they deemed unanfwerable, refembled the 
child who dalhes the watch on the ground becaufe 
the fpring is hidden from him. Such would be 
the reflexions of common fenfe, which fhould have 
rendered the fchool of the Sophifters at leaft fof- 
petted, if not abfurd and ridiculous to it$ adepts ; 
when Frederic combats the Sorbopne, or Voltaire 
St. Thomas; when D’Alembert attacks St. Au-- 
guftin, or Sifter Guillemetta St. Paul. 

It is poffible, that all thefe great Sophifters^ 
debating on divinity, religion, and tenets^ may have 
been miftaken by the ignorant adepts for learned 
doftors. But when the whole fchool, treating of 
morality and virtue, pretend to dirett them folely 
by the rules of natural religion, the very ihadow 
of a pretext for their delufion difappears. Caft? 
ing an eye on the Sett, could they perceive a 
fingle adept who, under the direttion of Voltaire 
or D’Alembert, had quitted his religion to become' 

a better 



TRf AVTI^RISTIAV COUSriRACY. 

» better father or * better fon> a better hulband 
or a betterman ; in fhort in any way more virtu* 
ous ! Would not the Ample reflexion hare fufficed, 
that this pretended Philofophy of virtue had regu- 
larly been the refuge of all thofe men who were 
publicly known to feoff at every duty> at all mo- 
rality; who, when the friends to religion re- 
proached them with the diflolutenefs of their mo- 
rals, as eonftantly anfwered with a lore of fheer, 
ft Such reproaches may do for men who have not 
as yet lhaken off the prejudices of the Gofpel j 
but we are Philofophers, and we khow what to 
believe ! }” 

It would be impofflble to diflemble that every 
yice was cloaked under liich a Philofophy ; the 
faithlefs wife ; the profligate youth j the man prac- 
tifing every art, whetherjuftorunjuft, to attain his 
ends; even the loofe women, whofe charafters were 
openly djlparaged j all decorated themfelves with 
the high-founding name of Modem Philofophers. 
None would have dared to juftify their criminal 
Conduit byanfwering,**— I am aChriftian* — I believe 
in the Gofpel.-—Let not the chiefs charge the error 
and ignorance on the difciples. The adept knew 
but too wpll that nothing but the name of virtue 
remained in the fchool of the Sophifters j that the 
greater progrefs he made in their fcience, the 
more he adopted their principles,, by fetting at 
defiance the reproach of the yirtuous man, and by 

{mothering 
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(mothering the cries of his own confcience. It is 
true, they had not barefacedly blafphemed the 
morality of the Gofpel ; but they had erafed from 
their code all thofe virtues which religion maintains 
to be dejcended from heaven. He had feen the long 
lift of thofe which they called Jlerile and imaginary 
virtues , or virtues of prejudice ; he had feen erafed 
from their code all the lift of real virtues, fuch as 
modefty and continence, conjugal fidelity and 
filial piety, gratitude, and forgivenefs of injuries, - 
difintereftednefs, and even probity itfelf*. To 
thefe virtues they had fubftituted ambition, pride, 
vainglory, the pleafures, and the paffions. Their 
morality acknowledged no other virtue than that 
which is advantageous ; nor vice than that which is 
hurtful in this world ; and virtue is declared to be 
but an idle dream if the virtuous man is unhappy. 
Ferfonal intereft is laid down as the foie princi- 
ple of all Philofophic virtues: they fometimes 
indeed name beneficence as one; but that is merely 
as an excufe to difpenfe them from the pra&ice 
of every other virtue. Friend, do good to us x 
and we will overlook every thing elfS, is the ex- 
prefs do&rine of Voltaire f* but that was not all. 
It was necefiary to bring the adepts to doubt 
even of the exiftence of virtue, to doubt whether 

* See the original texts quoted in the Helvian Letters, 
Vol. 5. 

f Fragments on divers fubje&s. Art. Virtus, 

in 
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in morality there exifted a right and a Wrong, and 
it was to fuch a queftion that Voltaire did not 
blufh to anfwer, non liquet (it is not known) * * * § . As 
a further ftep, they were to decide that all that is 
called “ perfection, imperfection, righteoufnefs, 
c< wickednefs, goodnefs, falfehood, wifdom, and 
tc folly, only differed from each other by their 
<f fenfations of pleafure or pain f ; ” that “ the 
tc more the Philofopher examined the nature of 
M things, the lefs he dared to afiert that it de- 
“ pended any more on man to be pufillanimous, 
“ choleric, vicious, or voluptuous, than it did to 
“ be fquint-eyed, hump-backed, or lame J.” Such 
were the leifons of the confpiring Sophifters ; and 
can it be believed that fuch leffons could be mif- 
taken for thofe of virtue and Philofophy ? 

Had the adept been certain as to the exiftence 
of vice and virtue, of what confequence Would 
this diftin&ion have been to him, when his mailers 
teach him, that man is born for happinefs, and 
that happinefs confifts in pleafure ', or the abfence of 
pain § ; when, laying afide all folicitude for his 
foul, he is taught that the motto of the wife man 
aught to be to watch aver his body g j or that it is by 

• Philofophfcal Di&ionary* Art. Tout bst bien. 

f Letter of Thrafybulus. 

t Encyclopedia, Geneva edition* Art. Vice. 

§ , ■>■■■ ■■ ■ Art. Happiness* and Preface. 

II D’Alembert on the Elements of Philofophy* No. 5. 
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pleafure that God fimulates to virtue *. Such are 
the leffons taught by Voltaire, Diderot, and D'A- 
lembert, the chiefs of the confpirators. 

.What motives to virtue did thefe chiefs fug- 
geft to their adepts when they declared that a God 
neither regards their virtues nor their vices , that 
the fear of this God is an abfolute folly / or when, 
wi filing to ftifle all remorfe of confcience, they 
tell them, that “ the man void of fear is above 
** the laws — That a bad a&ion, when ufeful, can 
<l be committed without remorfe — That remorfe 
<f is no other than the fear, of men and of their 
“ laws * ” or again, when (carrying their dodtrine 
beyond all abfurdity) they on one fide aflert the 
liberty of opinions in order to leave man free to 
choofe the falfe, while, on the other hand, they 
deftroy in him all liberty of action to fmother all 
fymptoms of remorfe f . 

Such was the do&rine of the Sophifters. In 
vain would they attempt to deny it; all their 
writings are full, of it, and particularly thofe which 
they moft extolled As their mafter-pieces* What 
could have been the conduct of thefe great Phi- 
lofophers had they undertaken to draw up a code 
of villainy and depravity ? What more could be 
required to demonftrate to. the world that this pre- 
tended age of Philofophy was no other than that 

• Voltaire’s Difcourfe on Happinefs. 

f See their texts quoted in the Helviao Letters, vol. 3, 

of 
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of vice, than that of wickedncfs organized into 
principles and precepts for the trie of the aban- 
doned, to whom they might be advantageous. 

The only plea that can be left to the numben Of wfek- 
of adepts who ftyled themfclves Philofophers, in ednefc * 
alleviation of their criminality, is the amazing con- 
ftancy and artfiilnefs which it required from the 
chiefs to propagate their principles, and enfure the 
foccefs of their confpiracy. 

But with thefe artifices, thefe intrigues, what 
was their Philofophy ? Let us fuppofe that during 
the life-time of Voltaire, of Frederic, or of D’A- 
lembert, and before depravity had attained to fuch 
a height, the frequent and repeated orders given to 
the confpirators, of Jlrike , but bide your band , had 
been known j let us fuppofe that the people had 
been acquainted with all the tortuous means fccretly 
ufcd to feduce them ; would any one then haye 
traced the actions of the Philofopher in fuch dark 
hypocrify, in fuch perpetual diffitnulation, or in the 
ambufhes which were their only means of fuccefs i 

At the time when D’Alembert and Condorcet, 
Diderot, Helvetius, and Turgot, held their 'fit- 
tings at the Hotel D’Holbach under the name of 
CEconomifts, and under the pretence of medi- 
tating on the happinefs of the people, had it been 
known by that fame pebple, that they were only 
plotting agamft the altars of the God whom it 
adored j had it been known that thofe teachers, 

who 
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who had been appointed to inftruft the riling' 
generation, were only the impious emifiaries of 
D’Alembert, lent to corrupt its morals j that all 
thoie hawkers of books fold at fo low a rate were 
the agents of the fecret academy, employed to 
circulate its poifons from towns to villages, and 
thence to the pooreft cottages would fuch means, 
I afk, have entided the Sedt to that relpedt and 
veneration which ithas ufurped ? Their wicked 
plots once detected, could fuch fages have fuf- 
ficed to have given to the century they lived in 
the appellation of the Philoiophic Age i No : — 

1 without doubt, horror would have fucceeded to 
this admiration; and if the laws had' remained 
filent, public indignation would have avengedPhi-. 
lofophy of the infamous plots carried on under 
the fandtion of its name. ; 

Let then this age of pretended Philofophy calt 
oft' the delufion under which it has been led away, 
a delufion arifing perhaps more from its own vices 
and corruption than from the arts of the conipira- 
tors ; let it blulh and repent. That unpolifbed 
multitude, confeifing its inexperience in the ways 
of the Sophifters, whom inftindtivc virtue lo long 
preferred from the arts of fedudtion, may be ex-* 
cufable ; but let thofe thoufands of adepts who are 
to be found in the courts and palaces of the great, 
and in the feats of literature, let them refledt on 
and fcrutinize their paft conduit. In adopting 

impiety 
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impiety they believed themfelves Philofophers. — • 
In throwing off the yoke of the Gofpel, and lay* 
ing afide its virtues rather than its myfteries, they 
miftook the empty founds of prejudice and fuper- 
ftttieny perpetually repeated by the Sophiltcrs, for 
profound reafoning. They were ignorant that the 
word prejudice only fignifies an opinion void of 
proofs i and that they themfelves had become 
(laves to prejudice, by calling off a religion of 
which they gloried in not having lludicd the proofs, 
while they continued to read all the calumnies that 
its enemies could compile againft it. Let them 
feek ftill further claims to this Philofophy in their 
own hearts. Was it not to a lukewarm wearinefs 
for the virtues of the Gofpel that they were in- 
debted for their admiration of the Confpirators ? 
Was it not for the love of their palCons which 
made them a prey to infidelity, far more than all 
the intrigues and ambulhes of the Sophifters ? It 
is much to be feared, that that man is already 
wicked, who makes himfelf fo happy and glories 
fo much in following the apoftles of wickednefs ; 
or fmall indeed mud have been his portion of 
Philofophy, if fuch duplicity, fuch "meannefs, and 
fuch confpiracies, could have been miftaken by 
him for wildom or virtue. 

Whatever may have been the caufes, it was 
ordained, that an age duped by. the intrigues and 
confphacics of impiety (hould glory in ftyling 

-• 8 itfelf 
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itfclf the Age of Pbllo/oph). It Was ordained, thtf 
an agej a .dupe to die frantic 1-age of impiety fub-» 
ftituted to reafon j a dupe to the oaths of hatred 
and the wilh of crufhing all religion, miftaken foe 
toleration, for religious Equality and Liberty j td 
ignorance for fcience ; to depravity for virtue j a 
dupe, in fhort, to all the intrigues and plots of the 
molt profound wickednefs miftaken for the pro- 
ceedings and means of wifdom ; it was ordained, 
I fey, that this Age of Pbilojophy fhould alfb be 
a dupe to the plots of the rebellious Sophifters, 
miftaken for the love of fociety and the bafis of 
public happinefs. 

The Confpiracy againfl the altar, the hatred 
fwom by the chiefs againft their God, were not 
the only legacies bequeathed by the chiefs to this 
fchool of modem Philofophy. Voltaire was the 
father of the Sophifters of Impiety, and before 
his death he becomes the chief of the Sophifters 
of Rebellion. He had faid to his firfl: adepts. 
Let us crufh the altar, and let not a finglc altar 
nor a fingle worfhipper be left to the God of the 
Chriftians ; and his fchool foon refounded with the 
cry of, Let us . crufh the feeptre, and let not a fingle 
throne, nor a fingle fubjed, be left to the kings of 
the earth ! It was from the mutual co-operation 
and fuccefs of thefe two fchools, that the revo- 
lution was to be generated in France, which* 
grafping the hatchet, was at the fame time to 
5 deftroy 



Til >»TICHRISTIAN CONSPlfcRjpy. 401 

deftroy the altar of die living Ctab *nd imbue 
its fteps with die blood of its pondfis $ d* oyer* 
turn the throne, and ftrike off thp head .of the 
unfortunate Louis XVI.j menacing all the altars of 
Chriftendom, all the kings of the earth, with a 
fimilar fate. To the plots contrived under the 
veil of Equality and liberty applied to religion , 
and of religious toleration, are to (ucceed thole 
begotten under the veil of political Equality and 
Liberty. The myfteries of the fecond, eonfpiracy 
of the Sopbifters of Rebellion, combining with thofe 
of Impiety , in order to generate the modern Jaco- 
bins, will be the object of the Second Part of 
thefe Memoirs. 


END OF THE FIRST PART. 

















